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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Some tre aco we hinted at the probability that after Christmas, 
and during the absence on circuit of the majority of the leading 
counsel of the Common Law Bar, both Divisions of the Court of 
Appeal would hear chancery appeals. In Division No. 1 there 
are about seventy-five appeals remaining unheard, the earliest of 
which was set down in June, while the chancery and probate lists 
of appeals contain more than 220 appeals, the earliest of which 
was set down in November, 1888. We understand that the course 
we hinted at will most probably be adopted. If so, may we ven- 
ture to suggest that the convenience of counsel and solicitors 
will be greatly promoted by all the appeals from the same 
chancery judge being heard before the same division of the Court 


of Appeal. 





Ir was Not wiTHout REASON that Lord Justice Baccatzay and his 
two colleagues in the Court of Appeal, No. 2, complained on Tuesday 
of the draughts of cold air which played on their heads and legs. 
On Thursday Lord Justice Bowrn—who had, as Lord Justice 
BaGGaLLay announced, ‘‘ succumbed ’”—was absent through illness ; 
and as there were only two judges, the greater part of the cases in 
the list had to be postponed, and the court proceeded to dispose of 
the only interlocutory case in their day’s paper. The court in 
which the Lords Justices sit has already attained an evil reputation, 
for there can be very little doubt that the health of the late Sir 


GeorcE JEssEL was seriously affected by the draughts to which he | | 


was exposed while sitting in it. 





THe cLassrFication of persons attending proceedings in the 
chambers of the Chancery judges is regulated by R. 8. C., 1883, 
ord. 55, r. 40, which is taken from the Chancery Consolidated 
Order 35, r. 20. Ina case of Re Docwra, before the Court of Appeal 
No. 1, on Monday last, it was sought to discharge an order whereby 
the official solicitor was appointed to represent a class of residuary 
legatees, on the ground that rule 40 only applies to administration 
actions, and that it was a hardship on the parties to be represented 
by a solicitor not of their own choosing. The court decided that 
the operation of the rule is not limited to administration actions, 
but applies to all actions without exception. It was pointed out 
by the court that the official solicitor was only ‘‘ nominated” to 
represent the parties appealing, and that, if they chose, they were 
at liberty, according to the terms of rule 40, to attend by their own 
solicitor at their own expense, and by paying any costs incurred 
by the other parties by reason of their being represented by a dif- 
ferent solicitor from the one nominated. 





Mr. Henry Hanrrzy Fowrer, M.P., may be congratulated as 
being probably the first practising solicitor who has become a 
member of the Government of the day. The office of Under- 
Secretary of State for the Home Department is one for which the 
career of a successful solicitor affords an admirable training, and 
Mr. Fowter’s experience, energy, and tact will find full scope in 
h’s new duties. Examples of permanent’ Government officials 
who have been or are solicitors are, of course, numerous. One 
of the best instances is Sir Jonn Lament, K.C.B., who is now 
presiding over the Boundary Commission, and was formerly Per- 
manent Secretary to the Local Government Board, who practised for 
many jears as a solicitor at Salisbury. But, in general. solicitors, 


have not sought political office.. The late Sir Purr Ross, Bart., 
for instance, who was Lord Bxgaconsrrexp’s solicitor, and legal 
adviser in general to the Conservative party, did not, we believe, hold 
any office more nearly approaching to a Government post than that 
of Treasurer of Vounty Courts. 





Ir 1s now tolerably easy, from the answers of Ministers in 
Parliament by which the Instructions to the Boundary Commis- 
sioners have been explained, to surmise generally the mode in 
which those officials will proceed in the process of dividing 
counties which is now creating so much interest. The first con- 
sideration in framing the divisions will be, as fer as practicable, to 
equalize the population of the several divisions, leaving out of the 
reckoning, of course, the population of any parliamentary borough. 
According to Sir Cuartes Drxxe, in reply to a question put to him 
on the 2nd inst., in the House of Commons, the intention is that 
each division shall contain between 50,000 and 60,000 inhabitants. 
The next consideration will be to include “ populous localities of an 
urban character” in one and the same division, whenever this can 
be done without producing grave inconveniences and involving 
boundaries of a very irregular and objectionable character. That 
is to say the towns in a county which are not parlia- 
mentary boroughs will, as far as practicable, be grouped. It is 
obviously contemplated that what we may call the urban division 
or divisions of a county will not necessarily be compact or planned 
with reference to geographical position, inasmuch as the In- 
structions to the Commissioners make the directions on these 
points of compactness and geographical —? expressly ‘* sub- 
ject to the important rule” as to combining the urban popu- 
lations. Then, with regard to the rest of the county, the divisions 
are to be based on “‘ well-known existing areas.” What these areas 
are to be is indicated by the reference in the Instructions to the 
Commissioners to petty sessional divisions, which always follow the 
limits of the counties. As Sir Cuartes Duxe explained in the 
House of Commons, on the 2nd inst., the sanitary districts often 
overlap counties, and have never formed the basis of county divi- 
sions. It may be taken, therefore, that in general the petty 
sessional divisions will be adopted as the basis of the electoral 
divisions of counties. The only prohibition laid down, however, is 
that no division must intersect a parish. The powers of the 
Boundary Commissioners are, of course, confined to ing the 
divisions of the counties. They will not settle the polling places. 








Tue pecision of Mr. Justice Kay in v. Tapson, to which we 
called the attention of our readers a few days after it was delivered, 
was reported in last week’s issue of the Wxexty Reporter (33 
W. R. 113). The great practical importance of the decision seems 
to justify us in returning to the case to point out briefly its effect. 
The result of the decision seems to be that (1) trustees must not 
invest on mortgage of houses or trade premises a larger amount than 
one-half of the estimated value. We have several times i 
our reasons for thinking that no such hard and fast rule is to be 
found in the earlier cases; that the doctrine arose out of a mis- 
apprehension by Lord Romttty of a dictum by Lord Corrermam in 
Stickney v. Sewell (1 My. & Cr. 13); and that the true rule is 
that laid down by Vice-Chancellor Bacon in In re Godfrey (32 W. R. 
23)—viz., that a trustee is justified in advancing the amount 
which a prudent man would have advanced. Butso long as Pry v. 
Tapson stands, no trustee can safely be advised to advance more 
than two-thirds of the estimated value of land, and half of the 
estimated value of buildings. (2) The valuer employed by trustees 
about to invest on mortgage must be a surveyor having know- 
ledge of the value of p in the locality cf the security pro- 

ed. This merely affirms Budge v. Gummow (20 W. R. 1022, 





while often exercising an important influence on pelitic:.| affairs, 


.R. 7 Ch. 719). (3) The surveyor must be selected by the 
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trustees, and not by their solicitor. The proper course for the 
solicitor, if asked to name a valuer, is to submit a name or names 
to the trustees ; tell them everything the solicitor knows to guide 
their choice, and then leave the selection to them. The same 
course must apparently be followed if the solicitor is asked to 
employ a stockbroker for trustees. And (4) the surveyor must not 
be employed or recommended by the mortgagor or his solicitors. 
So long as the judgment in Fry v. Tapson remains undisturbed by 
the Court of Appeal, these four rules ought to rest in the 
memory of every solicitor who has (and what solicitor has not?) 
to act for trustees in matters connected with trust investments. 





One. or THE legislative achievements of the recent autumnal 
session is the Act to amend the 43rd section of the Yorkshire 
Registries Act, 1884, which (speaking of the Bill as introduced) 
is probably, both in object and in length, one of the minutest 
specimens of modern legislation. It consists of one section 
occupying three lines, and its sole object is to substitute the 
word ‘“‘commencement”’ for the word “ passing” in section 43 of 
the previous Act. . That section, as it stood, provided that, ‘‘ where 
im any case any assurance or instrument executed or made before 
the passing of this Act might, but for the passing of this 
Act, have been registered in any existing registry,” but has not 
been so registered, it may be registered in the manner prescribed by 
the Act, and such registration is to be deemed to be a registering of 
such assurance or instrument “under such of the Acts by this Act 
repealed as apply to the existing registry in which the same might 
have been so registered as aforesaid, and shall have effect accord- 
ingly.” The effect of the unlucky blunder in inserting ‘‘ passing ” 
instead of “‘commencement”’ in this section was to leave persons 
holding deeds executed between the date of passing and the date of 
commencement of the Act, which they omit to register before the 
commencement of the Act, without any provision for registration. 
The old Acts are repealed as from the commencement of the new 
Act, and the new Act only applies to assurances executed after its 
commencement. The recent Act allows these procrastinators the 
priceless boon of registration. A vigorous agitation has been 
started for the amendment, in other respects, of the Yorkshire 
Registries Act, 1884. We reported last week a deputation from 
the Yorkshire bankers to the Lord Chancellor with reference to the 
effect of the Act on equitable mortgages. The Act was passed on 
the 7th of August last, but the bankers appear only quite lately to 
have awoke to the importance to them of some of the provisions of 
the Act, which they rather unfairly allege was ‘‘rushed” 
through Parliament, whereas, we believe the facts are that 
it Was read a second time on the 12th of March and referred to 
a Select Committee, the sittings of which extended over 
more than a month. The provisions to which the bankers take 
exception are section 7, which they say, quite truly, virtually 
abolishes security by deposit of deeds without registration ; section 
14, the practical effect of which is that registered instruments 
take priority over unregistered equitable mortgages by deposit, 
although persons claiming under the former may have had 
actual notice of the latter; and section 15, which provides that the 
registration of any instrument under the Act shall be deemed to 
constitute actual notice of such instrument, and of the fact of its 
registration, to all persons and for all purposes whatsoever. There 
ean, we think, be little doubt that the effect of the Act will be to 
put a stop to unregistered and secret securities by deposit of deeds ; 
and there seems to be equally little doubt that this was the deli- 
berate intention of its promoters. The authority for this course is to 
be found in the report of Mr. Ospozxx Morcax’s Committee on Land 
Transfer. They say that ‘ a more serious objection to the registration 
of all dealings with land is that it would interfere with equitable 

by deposit of title deeds, such as are common between 
bankers and their customers. But that such securities, at least when 
accompanied, as they generally are, by a memorandum of deposit, 
ean be and are registered at present, and that no mischief arises 
from the ce, is shown by the evidence of the deputy-registrar 
for the West Riding District, while there seems to be nothing in 
their nature to exempt them from registration.” This recommenda- 
tion will throw a considerable obstacle in the way of the passing of 
the amending Bill proposed to be introduced by the Yorkshire 


batikers next session 








Tx supers of the Chancery Division have occasionally dispensed ss 


with an affidavit of no settlement when paying out of court small 
sums to married women, and this course was followed by Mr, 


Justice Pearson last week in Guest v. Newman (ante, p. 99). To . 


dispense with the separate examination of a married woman having 
an equity to a settlement, when the amount to be paid is small, has, 
of course, become an established practice, but the dispensation with 
the affidavit of no settlement is a very different matter. It is 
obvious that any sum, however small, and however unlikely to be 
settled, might possibly be the subject of a settlement, and the 
court can have no power to pay to the married woman money 
which had been assigned to her trustees. What would happen if 
the court did so it is not easy to conjecture, and the practical 
lesson we wish to enforce is that it behoves solicitors to be 
extremely careful, before asking the court to dispense with the 
affidavit, to ascertain that there exists no settlement. 





A CORRESPONDENT most properly calls attention to the following 
extraordinary advertisement in a recent issue of the Times : — 

‘‘ Law.—To Barristers.—A City Solicitor, in large practice, can intro- 
dace good Briefs to a young Counsel.—Address, ——.’’ 
The “young counsel’ who accepts this proposal will deserve the 
attention of the Benchers of his Inn. And we think that the 
advertisement is not unworthy of the consideration of the Council 
of the Incorporated Law Society.’ 








INFANTS’ MAINTENANCE UNDER THE 
CONVEYANCING ACT. 


Snuyce the appearance of our last number, a case (Jn re Dickson, 
Hill v. Grant), of which the reader will find a report in another 
column, has been decided by Mr. Justice Kay, which we do not 
hesitate to call the most important case yet decided under any of 
the sections of the Conveyancing Act of 1881. The facts, so far 
as they are material to the present purpose, can be stated in a very 
few words. A testator had given certain legacies to certain 
infants, contingently upon their respectively attaining the age of 
twenty-one years, with an absolute residuary gift of his estate to 
certain other persons. It is to be taken, for the purpose of this 
discussion, that the infants were not entitled to the intermediate 
income arising from the contingent legacies during the period 
previous to the vesting of the legacies. The question arose 
whether the intermediate income could, under these circumstances, 
be applied by the trustees of the will for or towards the infants’ 
maintenance, by virtue of section 43, sub-section (1), of the Con- 
veyancing Act of 1881. The question appeared to the learned 
judge to be of such difficulty, that he ordered it to be twice argued 
before he gave his decision. After this mature deliberation and 
prolonged debate, the learned judge held that such intermediate 
income cannot be applied for maintenance ; and that the provisions 
of section 43 do not extend to cases in which the infant is not 
contingently entitled to the income which is proposed to be 
applied for maintenance, as well as to the fund from which it 
arises. 

We sympathize very keenly with the feelings which induced the 
learned judge to come to this conclusion; nor do we venture to 
impugn its soundness. At the same time, the decision is mani- 
festly and undeniably contrary to the express language of the Act ; 
and the circumstances under which the language of the Act 
was constructed by the Legislature, are such as to suggest that it 
could not possibly have had any other intention than to anticipate, 
and to exclude, the meaning which the legrned judge has put 
upon it. ‘We do not venture to say that the learned judge is in 
the wrong in his construction of this section of the Act; but we 
do venture to say that if he is in the right, then the section itself 
must be a scandalously ill-constructed piece of legislation. 

Section 43 of the Act of 1881, as our readers are no doubt 
aware, replaces section 26 of Lord Cranworth’s Act (23 & 24 Vict. 
e. 145). The langage of the two enactments is, to a large 
extent, the same. Both provide that where any property is held 
by trustees in trust for an infant, either absolutely or vontingently 





on his attaining the age of twenty-one years, the income may, 
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ge of Lord Cranworth’s Act upon this point is as follows :— 
“Tt shall be lawful for such trustees . . . to apply for or 
towards the maintenance or education of such infant the whole or 
any part of the income fo which such infant may be entitled in 
respect of such property.” The language of section 43 of the 
Conveyancing Act is :—‘‘ The trustees may . + apply for or 
towards the infant’s maintenance, education, or benefit the 
income of that property, or any part thereof.” The former lan- 
guage expressly restricts the income which may be applied for 
maintenance to income fo which the infant may be entitled; the 
latter language pointedly omits and withdraws that restriction. 

Surely this change of language is, by itself, of a striking, even 
startling, character. ‘Does it seem at all probable that the Legis- 
lature would go out of its way to make changes of this sort with- 
out intending that any meaning whatever should be attached to 
them? But it so happens that, during the interval which elapsed 
between the passing of the two enactments, a very important and 
well-known case had been decided, which gives a marked emphasis 
to the change in the language of the later enactment. 

In the case of In re George (L. R. 5 Ch. D. 887), the cireum- 
stances were, in all respects essential to the decision of the par- 
ticular question now before us, the same as in In ré Dickson. 
There, also, the question arose whether maintenance could be given 
to an infant out of the income of a fund to which the infant was 
eontingently entitled, without also being contingently entitled to 
the intermediate income. This case, of course, came up for decision 
under section 26 of Lord Cranworth’s Act. The question must 
even then have been a difficult one, for Vice-Chancellor Hall and 
the Court of Appeal took opposite views of what should be the 
answer. The Vice-Chancellor held that the intermediate income 
might be applied in maintenance. The Court of Appeal reversed 
his decision, and held that it could not. And the judges of the 
Court of Appeal expressly stated that they came to this conclusion 
in consequence of the words of the Act, ‘‘may apply the whole or 
any part of the income to which such infant may be entitled.” 

Now, these things being so, the Legislature proceeded, about 
four years afterwards, to revise the section of Lord Cranworth’s 
Act under which the case of In re George was decided. In the 
course of this revision it struck out the words, the income to which 
such infant is entitled, which had been the express ground of the 
decision of the Court of Appeal in In re George, and substituted 
for them the words, the income of that property. What would 
reasonable people, who knew the circumstances under which this 
change had been made, suppose its meaning to be? Could they be 
expected to suppose that such achange had simply no meaning at 
all? And if they did suppose such a thing, what opinion would 
they be ey to have of the other people who had wantonly made 
such a startling alteration in the language of the law, without 
intending thereby to make any alteration in the law itself ? 

It is proper here to observe that the alteration in question does 
not appear in the corresponding part (clause 37) of the Bill 
originally introduced into the House of Lords by Lord Cairns. It 
seems to be one of the ‘‘ amendments ’’ which the measure suffered 
in its course through Parliament. 

To return, however, to the question immediately before us, it 
seems plainly to be the opinion of Mr. Justice Kay that the above- 
mentioned alteration in the language of thé section has effected no 
corresponding alteration in the law; and that the law remains, 
this point, in precisely the same condition as when the case 
of In re George was decided. 

We repeat that we profoundly sympathize with, the feelings 
which conducted the learned judge to this conclusion. If the 
Legislature did mean what they said, their meaning would have 
about it an unpleasant savour of appropriating the pro of 
other people ; and we are very well satisfied that English judges 
should view such meanings with extreme suspicion, and that they 
should accede to such suggestions with extreme reluctance. The 
learned judge’s reluctance was in this case avowedly founded upon 
the fact that the present enactment, by virtue of sub-section (4), 
pe to instruments coming into bag before the Act, as 
well as to those coming into operation its commencement. And 


thereby hangs another tale! This provision was Y appro- 
rs to the Bill as it was originally introduced by Cairns, 
sé, so far a8 Concerns the question now under consideration, 
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- gubject to certain conditions, be applied for maintenance. The | of language which it proposed to introduce are all of the most 


trifling verbal description—such as ‘‘the trustees may,” 
of ‘it shall be lawful for the trustees to”—which 
possibly, in the opinion of the most minute critic, have 
upon the general meaning. But when a change of is 
made which, in the plain grammatical senee of the words, points 
to a radical change in the meaning, and which gathers increased 
emphasis from the circumstances under which it is made, 
should certainly expect to find the new law made ie 
to instruments subsequently coming into operation. 

fact, a great part of the argument upon which the 
seems to have relied; and we candidly acknowledge 

argument of very great weight. The fact that the at on. 
did not alter the time at which the law was to take , is th. 
doubtedly a strong reason for supposing that they did not intend 
to alter the law. 

In that case we think that the merely verbal change was one 
of the most unlucky and unskilful pieces of legislation ever 
petrated. Nothing but ‘‘ pure cussedness” could account for 
a proceeding, if the change was meant to be merely vetbal. The 
old language of Lord Cranworth’s Act is, in this respect, at least 
as elegant as the new language of the Conveyancing Act. For our 
own humble part we incline to prefer the former. Why, 
make any waiting We aggyrtyett Pag hac mee we cah only 
mark the edifying result. ion » 0 
such difficulty that an acute pat gees | judge declined to deci 
it until it had been twice argued before him. Considering all the 
an aya 7 Ta plain, ry er i i= the = 
language, an explanatory light thrown language 
previous judicial decisions—it cannot be consi certain that Mr. 
Justice Kay’s decision will be universally acquiesced in; especially 
in view of the manifest difficulty which he felt in arriving thereat. 
This opens the probable p: of further litigation ; which, upon 
the hypothesis that the change in the Act’s language means 
nothing, has been bea cy to a upon the public. And we see 
strong reason to surmise, 

been concerned in this article is not the only 
meaning of section 43 of the Conveyancing 
found to call for judicial decision. 
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CENTURY. 
THE the is of Sali MSS. preserved at Hat- 
field + mag fee I., whi ten issued by the Historical 


Manuscripts Commission, contains a number of references to the law 

in those ae tbe eS. 

the t time. 

One of the earliest of such references is (p. 13) an order of the Court 

of Star Chamber, dated July 5, 1540, in a ing between Bir 
in a suit 
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At p. 55 one Richard Weeton, 8 
don law t of the Lord Admiral (Seymour), writes a 
client, under date of July 19, 1548, which throws some 
Long Vacation of more three 
to be in answer to one ; 
who had advised in consultation. 
Carell and Mr. Gawde were then in the country, but that at the 
of his request to them to know their opinions in the two articles { 
the two questions submitted to them), Mr. 

Temple, was present for the same cause, and can 
answers made to the writer. Such le as are of 
ance in study of the law, and in 
ledge and j ent, are now out of London in their several countries, 
whence they will not return till next term ; 
will do his utmost to get the opinions of 


H 
43 


Fi 
Pat 





it merely repeated, fotidem verbis, the old law; and the changes 
















































RRA ttt t pears Feit ye ie 



















112 THE SOLICITORS’- JOURNAT... 





Dec, 13, 1884, 











SS ——_—_—_ 





An exemplification of a decree of the Court of Wards and Liveries, | unfitting words against Mr. Seckford, the Master of the Requests, 


of May 10, 1555 (p. 136), records a rise in the salary of Sir William 
Dene, Knight, Receiver-General of the Court, who is stated to have 
had appointed to him, at the erection of the court, a yearly fee of 
£100 and £50 yearly for diet, which was afterwards, owing to the 
increase in the revenues of the court, increased by £43 6s. 8d., and is 
now further increased to £210 per annum. A letter from Edward 
Griffin, the Queen’s Attorney, to Sir William Cecil, the celebrated 
ancestor of Lord Salisbury, and the statesman whose papers are 
catalogued in the Calendar, dated March 27, 1557 (p. 140), says, 
among other things, that the writer is sorry that Cecil was never of 
Gray’s-inn—which seems to have been, at that time, in its palmiest 
days—*‘ nor can skill of no law.” 

The importance attributed in those days to the study of the law is 
further illustrated by the ‘‘considerations delivered to the Parlia- 
ment, 1559” (p. 162), which suggest, as one of the points to be 
taken into consideration, ‘‘ that none study the laws, temporal or 
civil, except he be immediately descended from a nobleman or gentle- 
man, for r oe are the entries to rule and government, and generation 
is the chiefest foundation of inclinafion.” Several others of these 
considerations are also well worthy of notice. Thus, it is suggested 
that the repealed statutes concerning idle persons and vagabonds 
being made slaves should be revised with additions ; that labourers 
and servants should be forbidden to depart out of the hundred or 
place where they dwelt, and that no servant should be engaged with- 
out his producing a character from his last master, sealed by the 
constable or churchwarden with the ish seal, so that servants 
might be reduced to obedience ; that limitations should be im 
on the purchase of land, according to the position in life of the pur- 
chaser, the restriction being evidently imposed, not to keep a supply 
of land in the market, but to prevent persons of lower degree from vie- 
ing with the territorial magnatesof the upperclasses. Thus, forinstance, 
it is proposed to lay down that no merchant shall purchase above £50 
a row of inheritance, except aldermen and sheriffs of London, who, 
“ use they approach to the degree of knighthood,” may purchase 
to the value of £200. The bankruptcy law of the time, as of all 
other times, seems to have been thought unsatisfactory, for it is sug- 
gested that bankruptcy should be made felony, and bankrupts’ goo 
and lands be sold and divided among their creditors, after the statute 
of 34 Hen. 8, provided that if all his creditors join in petition for his 
pardon, he have it allowed for the first time. ‘‘ Where a poor thief 
doth steal a sheep or pick a purse, they come away with hundreds 
and thousands at least, and undo a great many honest men.” It is 
singular to see how events repeat themselves, though a creditor’s 
petition at the present day is not quite what was contemplated here, 
and the present tendency is to deny creditors ability to look after 
their own interests, instead of leaving them to look after their 
debtors as well. The sugar trade would like to see the proposal 
revived and carried that no sugar should be made within the realm, 
for it is counterfeit and unwholesome, and that none be brought into 
the realm but pure and simple as it cometh out of the cane. The 
sheriffs seem to have been regarded with some suspicion, as one sug- 
gestion is, ‘‘ None to be sheriff of more than one shire at once; his 
under-sheriff to be resident in his house to answer for his defaults.” 
Besides the above, there are proposals respecting the maintenance of 
husbandry, apprentices, schoolmasters, the education of the nobility, 
licences, porary and many other things, some of which show very 
clearly that the iaws of political economy were not understood in 
those days in the same way as at present, any more than were 
political ethics. 

At p. 272 we have the report of a commission of inquiry as to the 
validity of the a between Lady Catherine Grey and the Earl of 
Hertford, declaring marriage to have been unlawful; and, even 
before this report was made, there is a letter from Sir John Mason 
to Cecil saying that Lord Hertford ought to be punished by the Star 
Chamber, the judicial maid-of-all-work of the day. At p. 286 are a 
set of er ae issued to the pring ong and other commissioners 
8) or the suppression of piracy, the general effect of which is 
that th are to protect ships of Ioreign countries, especially those of 
Spain, from the depredations of British pirates, by which are ap- 
parently intended the privateering vessels which afterwards did such 
an service against the Armada, and had, for many years previously, 

plundering the Spanish treasure-ships and merchantmen. Some 


English prisoners of war (p. 292) beg the English Ambassador in 
France to procure their re from the French galleys, to which 
they had been sent, hardly in accordance, it would appear, with the 
laws of war of even that time. On the other hand (pp. i one 
Angier de l’Estrille, an inhabitant of Calais, nasiag boon te t to 
England as a prisoner of war, complains of his having been il y 
-eaptured and tortured, but three commissioners, appointed to inquire 
into the case, pire their — in the Court of Arches deciding in 
favour of the gality of t. me In the same year (1564), but 
later (p. 314), illiam Cardynall, a justice of the peace, is sus- 


: 


his office and directed to repair at once to the Lords of 





: 


Council to answer the charges made against him of using | 


On the 10th of , 1564-5 (p. 318), the inhabitants of Jersey 
petition the Privy Council that the practice of issuing process against 
them out of the High Court of Chancery and other courts, contrary 
to the privileges of the island, may be put a stop to, and enclose an 
extract from their charter, which was evidently as strenuously 
defended then as now, when the Channel Islands object to have the 
rere provision affecting them inserted in an Act of Parliament, 
A letter on a political subject from Sir W. Cordell, Master of the 
Rolls in 1566, is given at p. 341. 

One of the most curious documents mentioned in the volume is 
letter (p. 453) from one John Handford to Sir W. Cecil, whom the 
writer addresses in by no means courtly language. The occasion of 
the letter is a Star Chemiint suit in which Sir Richard Wenman was 
plaintiff and Handford defendant, and Handford complains bitterly of 
the strong expressions used with respect to himself, and of the 
severity of the decision, which, he says, is already to the ‘‘foul re- 

roach and dishonour ”’ of his ju . He accuses the plaintiff and 

is advocates of ‘‘ shameless, derous shifts and subtleties,” 
describes the Lord Keeper’s ‘‘ devilish decree” as being already passed 
and entered to the plaintiff's own pleasure, and threatens a last appeal 
to the Queen in person. Then, some more decided e ions 
with respect to his antagonists, he comes to say that the only cause 
of his petition is to procure Cecil’s gracious pity against a presumptu- 
ous plaintiff, and that he is falsely charged with the forgery of a 
lease, which had led to a suit in , described at length, and 
he concludes by offering to give a full disproof of all slanders against 
him. The letter is dated from the Fleet. 

A curious variety of semi-legal proceeding is recorded at p. 492, 
in which the Privy Council communicate tothe Cambridge University 
authorities their decision in the matter of an accusation brought by a 
Mr. Rockrey, a fellow of Queen’s College, inst Dr. Chatterton, 
the master, wales the an had failed - ~~ iatiote. Fig Coun 
cil accordi repri and orde i repair 
the Universes aaa himself to such order as the authorities, 
before whom he had first produced the accusation, should declare to 
him as the decision of the Council. This decision is that Rockrey should 
be called in and required to ask the master’s forgiveness, which the 
latter is to grant on request. If Rockrey is contumacious he is to be 
imprisoned, without the privilege of bail, until the further pleasure 
of the Council is known. 

International lawyers will probably be interested in a very decided 
note from Queen Elizabeth to the Duke of Alva (p. 574), in which 
she says that she need not repeat how long she has misliked the 
Spanish ambassador, and that she knows not why this unmeet and 
ungrateful person is not revoked. As she finds that he has increased 
his practices to disturb the State and stir up rebellion, she can no 
more endure him to continue than a person that would secretly seek 
to inflame the realm with firebrands, and has therefore given him 
order to depart, without entering into any particular debate, where- 
unto he is naturally given. 

Without going further into the contents of this volume, it may be 
sufficient to say that here are to be found materials in abundance for 
throwing light on the cases of Mary Queen of Scots, of whom an 
interesting description is given at p. 400, of the Bishop of Ross, and 
others—e.g., the Duke of Norfolk, who was tried and executed in 
1572. Limcoln’s-inn and -lane are mentioned, and the 
name of Nicholas Bacon, Lord , oceurs in several places. 
Anyone who opens the Calendar can hardly fail to discover for himself 
fresh matters of interest. 








The subject of the recent sales of Clement’s-inn, Staple-inn, and 
Barnard’ s-inn is understood to be engaging the attention of the authorities 
of the Local Government Board. 

The Albany Law Journal cites the following extract from a judgment of 
Chief Justice Jackson, of Georgia, reported in 70th Georgia Reports :— 
‘* Unfortunately for the Dahlonega Company, however, it dealt with the 
Battle Branch Company as a tion re y, in to the 
waters of this very ditch ; it y obtained its ission to use those 
waters ; it did use those waters under that permission for years; it dealt 
with its attorneys, its presidents, its superintendents managers, as 
attorneys, presidents superintendents and managers of a corporation 
known recognized by it as the Etowah and Battle Branch Hydraulic 
Hose Mining Company. It called it by the name, the long name, the 
very remarkable and distinguished name, by which it was clearly distin- 
guishable from all the world of creatures, corporeal and inco , and 
which it had received by baptism at the christe fount of General 


Assembly of the State of Geor Surely suc nition of the 
infant name; such a dand and handling it; such billing and 
cooing with it; such on of gifte and favours from it ; such drinking 


the water of the child's ditch by fission of the little creature, must 
estop in all courts, both of law equity, the recipient of such favours 
from denying the existence—the breath in the y of the being with 
whom it thus dealt so long, and from whom it received (much of it without 


money and without price, too) so many favours.”’ 
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THE ORGANIZATION OF A SOLICITOR’S 
OFFICE. 


I, ORGANIZATION GENERALLY, 
7. THe Sorrcrror’s WRITTEN CoMPOSITION. 


In an earlier article we ventured incidentally to express an opinion 
to the effect that the written composition of solicitors has undergone 
some deterioration in modern times as the result of er gg 
indiscriminately the habit of dictation to shorthand writers. That 
particular line of observation does not, however, we taink, exhaust 
all that can usefully be said on the subject, and we now propose to 
follow up some other trains of thought. 

To begin at the beginning, what is the solicitor’s training in the 
matter of composition? If he has uated at one of the universi- 
ties before entering into his articles, he will presumabl. eapaca the 

ption is not invariably borne out by the result), by reason of 
is age and standard of education, have no difficulty in ing on 
paper what he wishes to say in moderately good English as @ mere 
matter of composition. This applies, however, only to a very small, 
wots an a of the sum total 4 articled clerks. If he 
ongs e very much larger proportion who , at the of 
seventeen or thereabouts, rv the caoek to the solicitor’s office, it 
is a matter of common knowlege to all who have the opportunity of 
forming an opinion on the point that he will generally have the most 
crude and elementary ideas of the first principles of composition. If 
” <n the gates of the B mgpowreass after ‘ia ens outside 
em for many years in the capacity of a cler e wi 
have become encrusted with ae of composition se 
indifferent, which will be quite beyond the reach of alteration durin 
the remainder of his natural life. This last class may be discard 
from consideration for our immediate purpose. Of the first and 
second it may be said that they approach their legal education at 
different stages of intelligence and mental aptitude, but that each 
alike will, of necessity, be wholly ignorant of the art of composition 
as it — the solicitor in a professional sense. That is the start- 
ing-point. 

Then comes the period of service under articles in which the 
rudiments of this art should manifestly be learnt. We say the 
rudiments, because the student cannot, in the most favourable 
circumstances, hope to uire in the three, four, or five years of 
his apprenticeship the skill which comes of long practice and ex- 
perience—the instinct to reject what is renner and lay stress on 
what is of importance ; to touch the weak points with a light hand 
and array the strong ones to the best advantage ; to write the letter 
which will just meet the needs of a delicate and critical situation. 

Now, concerning these rudiments, there are two widely different 
classes of composition to which the solicitor has to turn his atten- 
tion. There is, first, the kind of composition represented by deeds, 
affidavits, and other technically expressed documents. The Sr pa | of 
this means the mastery of an important part of the work of a solici- 
tor. And there is, secondly, the kind, not less important in its 
way, and in many respects far more difficult, which admits of the 
vernacular in everyday use among educated people, and is represented 
by letters, cases for PS renga of counsel, reports, briefs, and other 
documents not couched to any appreciable extent in legal phrase- 
ology. The acquirement of this vatter art is based upon eral 
education as its foundation, and on this is, or ought to be, built a 
superstructure of trained intelligence and pris 5 habits of reason- 
ing, finding expression by the outlet of the pen. These two classes of 
composition have sonny, Santare in common except the my 
language, and not even that to the full extent, asin technical legal 
documents there are words to be found which mercifully do not see 
the light in any other company. ‘ 

We think that while, as to the first of these classes of composition, 
the articled clerk, taking him all round as a species, has oppor- 
tunities of learning his profession, he has something to complain of 
in the matter of neglect as to the second. He may, if he is diligent 
and favourably circumstanced, have deeds and affidavits and other 
technical documents to copy, to draw, and otherwise to familiarise 
himself with, to his heart’s content. But itis, to the best of our 
belief, the exception, and not the rule, to afford him much chance of 
learning how to write a letter or ees case involving any need 
of on or skill in expression, is part of the composition of 


the office will generally be either wholly or y dictated by the 
principal to his shorthand writer, or written by him with his own . 
or remitted, in so far as the principal does not himself di of it, to 


some experienced non-admitted clerk who may be to make 
no serious mistake in substance, though his Foals English may 
perhaps be more or less open to exception. 

The reason for this unequal distribution of Lengragy, Be not v 
far to seek. When an articled clerk is instructed to draw a deed, 
there will usually be no difficulty in lighting a inp for his feet 
which will make the road before him easy travelling. t may be that 





he will be given as a model the draft of another deed, which he ma 
follow apse oy Ryd 9 ro: -yanaay’ in some oy tegga i 
is pretty nearly in poi t follows that, when principal 
$0 look over hie wok, tha tak of anmaciian Oi bl 
fined to verbal alterations; or the pupil will be di i 

some particular clause or clauses, pointed out to him, which he has 
omitted ; or to alter some form _of i hout from one 


vicariously through a clerk. 

If the deed is of special difficulty, the articled’ clerk will probably 
not be asked to draw it, but will have an opportunity given to him 
of reading it, or he will perhaps take it down from dictation, or be 
enco to make an attempt at it, with the aid of more or less 
ial instructions, as a ground-work for his principal to fill in. 

ere will be, in short, in the case of the 
clearly marked out track in which the principa) will have little diffi- 
culty either in guiding or following the foo’ of his clerk. 

But this bears no analogy to the other form of composition. 
people would write alike a letter embracing any number of ideas, or 
array the facts of a case in the same way. When once the precedent 
or form is put aside and originality of mind is let in, different intel- 
lects will arrive at the same t by totally different ways. The 
solicitor whose time is heavily occupied, or who discharges his 
duty to his articled clerk in a more or less un 
fashion, will have no patience to wade through the 
of a crudely-conceived brief or case which will admit of no 
oor method of revision, but must be gone through line upon line, 
with the result, perhaps, of finding a profusion of carts placed before 
horses, confident statements of fact unsupported by evidence, the 
material subordinated to the immaterial, points omitted, events con- 
fused, and all the other eon ey Ry ne may be forgiven to the 
beginner who is floundering out of his depths. And as to his letters, 
again, he will perhaps dash them off personally or by dictation to a 
shorthand writer just before leaving at night (when the articled clerk 
has long disappeared, bent on the study of Stephen’s Commentaries or 
perhaps occasionally some lighter form of recreation), and at other odd 
moments when he has the time and opportunity. Thus the articled clerk, 
in so far as this part of his education is concerned, is left to a great 
extent to pick his way as best he can. And although it is, of course, 
always more or less open to him to read and study the writings of 
others, it is scarcely to be ex of him at that period of his life 
that he will derive from his own inner consciousness a sufficient 
appreciation of the importance of that which does not, as he observes, 
appear to be regarded as falling within his province, or to be pressed 
on his attention, to bestow any amount of time and study on 
what he may well conceive to a work of supererogation. Still 
further, even if he does to the best of his ability take advantage of such 
opportunities as these, he will still lack the great incentive and ne 
tical assistance afforded by personal effort—he will not be able 
profit by his own mistakes. The man whose opportunities of learn- 
ing to swim have been limited to standing on the brink and watching 
other people indulging in that exercise would scarcely feel cowfort- 
able if he found himself in twelve feet of water with no assistance at 
hand. 

There is another point connected with this educational view of our 
subject which is, we think, worthy of notice. In large offices the 
articled clerk is often, as it were, affiliated during all or part 
of his time to ing clerks. He will naturally imbibe their tone 
and style as his earliest and most rooted im ions of the work of a 
solicitor. In some cases he may do so with the best advantage to 
himself, but in the particular matter of composition, detached from 

recedent and technicality, he will, im many more cases, 
earning in a good school. It is, for exam: i 
the type of non-admitted o——one 
most creditably from the office-boy’s 
to say that he is rarely seen at hi 
From no fault of his own defects 
inferior social surroundings, 
. : science, will : y 
ment of his composition. on, 
say what is actually necessary, but 

ithout wishing to overlabour or attach too much 
this argument, we think that it serves incidentally t 
opinion which we venture to hold—that the "s 
training is not, in favourable to the 
ciency in the class of composition on which we have been 

We freely confess that, in this, as in many other 
to poles Ont ee ee ee Sa % 
personally of opinion that the root of evil may be 
to defects in the system of education adopted in 
schools in this country. Certain it is that most lads of seven’ 
from school, are wholly incapable of hemse 
English on paper. The solicitor to whom such a lad is articled sp 
discovers this to be the case, and, having no time or inclination t 
play the réle of schoolmaster, makes no sustained effort to teach 
pupil the elementary laws of composition in their application 
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professional work. But to suggest to the profession in these pages 
@ crusade against any feature or defect of public school education as 
it exists would hardly evince practical common-sense on our Coby 
Mereover, to the solicitor in practice to-day, the disadvantages which 
we have pointed out—assuming their application to his particular case 
—admit of no remedy, having reference, as they do, to times and 
seasons which are past recall. He does not possess @ magic spell 
which will enable him to change places with his own articled clerk 
or ye Sid neary after the manner of the elderly gentleman and his son 
in “* Vice Versi”; and if he is tempted to trace, with regret, to the 
weak points of some part of his student life disagreeable after-con- 
a he must needs summon to his aid the philosophy which 
subscribes to the homely axiom that what cannot be c must be 
endured. What we do, however, suggest is that solicitors might, 
with advantage, be more alive to their responsibility in this matter 
to the rising eration, and recognize, even at some cost of 
convenience ani expenditure of time, how intimately it 
concerns the honour and dignity of a great profession that its 
members should be able to express themselves with the pen in 
language befitting educated gentlemen and skilled lawyers. 
Jn our next article we propose to resume this head of our subject, 
without reference to educational considerations. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE MIDDLESEX REGISTRY. 
, [To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 

Sir,—In an editorial note last week you ask what has become of 
the action, Munton and another v. Lord Truro, 

The profession is well aware that, at a large meeting of the 
Incorporated Law Society, it was unanimously resolved to support 
me in my effort to test the legality of the fees charged at the 
registry. Shortly before the commencement of the Long Vacation 
(the case having been set down for hearing) the Attorney-General 
introduced a Bill to entirely reconstruct the registry, and, after a 
discussion with Lord Truro’s solicitors, I consented to allow the 
action to stand over. The Bill was afterwards included in the 
“slaughter of the innocents,” and I then contemplated pushin 
forward the hearing in November. I learn, however, on 
authority, that it is intended to re-introduce the Bill early next 
session, and the matter thus stands over for a time. There is no 
feeling. It is a sort of time-honoured scandal which will 
e better swept away by statute than by attack on an official who, 
rightly or wrongly, has inherited the position. 

_ It may interest your correspondent and other uninitiated practi- 
tioners to shortly state what the contest in the action is. I had 
given up the fancy fee of seven shillings for the last ten or fifteen 
years, and the test case I singled out was one where five shillings 
was charged, the memorial being exactly 200 words long. I contend 

one shilling only is the correct fee. I deny the right to charge a 


i 


E 


shilling for the indorsement, and I likewise deny the half-crown for 
oath and exhibit. — Francis K. Munton. 
95a, Queen Victoria-street, Dec. 8. 








Central Law Journal gives the eens ele narrative of a 
in court :—“‘ Now,” said the judge, ing a witness who had 
to obey a summons, ‘‘I shall make an example of you. This court 
_ has been run over long enough by such men as you are, and I think that 
about three months in the country would do you good.” “I had a 
reasonable excuse for not coming, po oe What Was your excuse, 
sir?” ‘Sickness in my family.” ‘ ’s what they all say.” ‘‘ You 
sec, judge, my wife of cholera the day before yesterday, and——.”’ 
The court did not hear the rest of the excuse—the sheriff and prosecuting 
attorney, the lawyers—all were gene. 
At the Worship-street Police Court on the 5th inst., a question as to 
in prosecutions under the Education Act came before Mr. 
. A man had been summoned for neglecting to provide proper 
for his young son. It appeared, however, that there had been 
a definite agreement between the husband and wife to live apart ; and the 
defendant pleaded that he was not responsible, as his wife had custody of 
the boy, and he did not interfere in the management of the child. In 
judgment, Mr. Bushby said that in this case the man and wife 
mutually not temporarily but definitely, and the mother 
the custody of the child, the proper person to summon was, in his 
opinion, the wife. He had looked at some cases quoted by Mr. Hethering- 
ton, See entation tho case, but the Soom aaeeien had not been 
in connection with similar circumstances. The Education Act, in 
his had pecans $e Se with matrimonial arrangements, and could 
not be so worked as to reluctant spouses together; but on the whole 
be CG Nae Bx the bene of the child, he could not do better than 
the mother was, in this case, the proper person to proceed 
against. He, therefore, dismissed the present summons against the father, 
but as this was the first magisterial decision of the question, so far as he 
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CASES OF THE WEEK, 


COURT OF APPEAL. 


Poor Rats—Oversgers—Costs or Opposirion TO PRIVATE ACT AFFECT~ 
ING THE PartsH.—In the case of The Queen v. Sibley, before the Court of 
Appeal, No. 1, on the 10th inst., the question was as to the right of over- 
seers to charge the poor rate with the costs of opposing in Parliament a 
private Bill affecting the parish. In 1881 the Bristol Port and Docks 
Commission Bill having been deposited, the vestry of the parish of St. 
George, in the Barton Regis Union, in the county of Gloucester, resolved 
that the overseers should take such steps, and incur such expense, as they 

ight think necessary to oppose the Bill. The Bill was a private Bill, 
tad cuntainel a clause giving power in certain contingencies to charge 
the poor rate of the union with the payment of interest on the stock pro- 

to be created by the Bill. The overseers opposed the Bill success- 

y, and incurred certain expenses which the ict auditor allowed. 
The certificate of allowance was removed by Sibley, a ratepayer, by 
certiorari into the Queen’s Bench Division, where a rule fora certiorari was 
made absolute by Watkin Williams and Smith, JJ., who were of opinion 
that there was no duty on the overseers to oppose the Bill, and that they 
were not entitled to charge the e on the poor rate (see 31 W. R. 
811, L. R. 11 Q. B. D. 309). Lord Coleridge, C.J., and Stephen and Lopes, 
JJ., having quashed the certificate, the overseers appealed. The court 
age M.R., Corron and Linpiey, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. Brert, 

.R., said that overseers are not mere ministerial officers. They have to 
lay a rate which will meet the requirements of the year, and the rate must 
not upon the whole produce more than it fairly ought. It is also part of 
their Buty to see that no improper burden is imposed on the parish. It 
followed from that if in a settlement or any other rating case they are of 
opinion that a burden should not be imposed on the parish, they are em- 
powered by the necessity of the case, as the officers of the parish without 
remuneration, to defend the rate. It necessarily followed that expenses 
incurred rightly by overseers in defending the rate have been always 
allowed. It had been argued before the Divisional Court that that right 
did not extend beyond settlement and rating cases. But in the case of 
The King v. The Inhabitants of Essex (4T. R. 591), which had not been cited 
below, the court held that in a case analogous to a settlement or rating 
case, where overseers were defending the rate from a burden which 
should not be put upon it, the same rule of law was applicable. That 
rule would not apply to the costs of opposition to a public Bill which 
should be considered as for the benefit of the whole country. Nor could 
overseers promote a Bill for the purpose of relieving the rates. The prin- 
ciple was confined to mere defence against an attack on the rates. In the 
circumstances of the case in question it was reasonable that the overseers 
should oppose the Bill, which was a private Bill, and sought to throw a 
burden on the rate in favour of the promoters; and, on the principle of the 
authority cited for the first time on appeal, the expenses should he 
allowed, and the judgment of the Divisional Court reversed. Corron and 
Lrupiey, L.JJ., were of the same opinion.—Counsgt, Charles, Q.C., and 
Pitt Lewis; H. Mathews, Q.C., a A. Glen; H. D. Greene and Wigram. 
Souicrrors, Meredith, Roberts, § Mills; Peacock: § Goddard, for Mullings, 
Ellett, & Co., Cirencester; Warry § Robins, for J. Diz, Bristol; Gregory, 
Roweliffes, § Co., for Benson § Carpenter, Bristol. 





InrecutarR Orper or Country Court Jupge—Acrion aGcarinst Court 
OFFICIALS ACTING UNDER THE ORDER, AND AGAINST PARTY OBTAININNG THE 
Orper—13 & 14 Vicr. o. 61, s. 19—15 & 16 Vicr. c. 54, s. 6.—In the 
case of Aspey v. Jones, before the Court of Appeal, No. 1, on the 9th inst., 
the question was whether the registrar and high bailiff of a county court, 
and also a party at whose instance an order alleged to have been made 
without jurisdiction had been obtained, were liable in respect of a 
seizure of goods made under a warrant issued in pursuance of such order. 
An execution was levied under a fi. fa. on the s of one Moreland, 
under a judgment obtained against him by the plaiutiff in the Brighton 
County Court. Thereupon Moreland told the sub-bailiff that the goods 
were the proverty of one Bennett, who confirmed the statement. The 
bailiff told Bennett that he could pay the amount of the execution into 
court, and give a written notice of his claim. Moreland then went out 
and borrowed some money, and on his return told the sub-bailiff what he 
had done, and gave him the amount of the ju ent, and also a copy of 
the following document si by him:—‘‘I have paid the sum of 
£3 11s. 9d. to the court in Aspey’s case under protest to abide the event 
of an interpleader summons. N.B.—It is wed money.”” The 
bailiff pinned the paper to the warrant, and, having quitted possession, 
gave the money, warrant, and paper to his superior officer. He con- 
sidered that the money having been borrowed by Moreland was his, and 
not Bennett’s, and that the money ought to be treated as having been 
paid in satisfaction of the judgment, and not to abide the event of the 
interpleader . He, therefore, deducted a sum for Pa : 
and handed the warrant to the registrar’s clerk withoft telling him of the 
claim, or dra’ his attention to the , intending him to treat the 
money angen satisfaction of the }udgme t. @ money was 80 
treated, was paid out to the plaintiff. fact haying come to the 
knowledge of Moreland, he complained to the judge, and finally the 
matter was heard in the ce of the plaintiff, and the judge held that 
the money should be t with according to the terms on which it was 
paid. He accordingly made an order which recited that the money was 
paid to the bailiff on behalf of Bennett, to abide the event of an inter- 
leader summons, and that it had been erroneously paid to the plaintiff, 





knew, he would grant a case, if asked to doso. 


P 
and ordered that the plaintiff should pay the money into court on service 
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of an interpleader summons to be issued, and that in default Bennett 
might recover the amount from the plaintiff by issuing 

execution. The money not having been @ warrant was issued under 
the hand of the registrar and the seal of the court, and the plaintiff’s goods 
were seized in accordance therewith. For such seizure the plaintiff 
brought an action of trespass against the and high bailiff of 
the county court, and against Bennett, all 

judge had no jurisdiction to make the order. It was admitted that the 
clerk of the registrar and the officers of the high bailiff had acted within 
the general authority given to them eir respective superiors. 
The case came before the Divisional Court on a case, and 
Denman and Williams, JJ. (diss. Manisty, J.), gave j ent for the de- 
fendants, holding that they were protected by statute. e court (Brerr, 
M.R., and Corron and Linptey, L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. Brerr, M.R., 
said that for the purposes of his judgment he should assume that every- 
thing which was done by the county court on the occasion in question 
was irregular, and further, that the judge had no jurisdiction to make 
that = of his order which directed the warrant to issue. The warrant 
was drawn up by the registrar in accordance with the order, and the 
seizure was in conformity with the directions in the warrant. The action 
was for the seizure, and not for any irregularity in the mode of seizure. 
The defendants were all protected by statute. The meaning of 13 & 14 
Vict. c. 61, 8. 19, was that a bailiff is to be protected on the production 
at the trial of a warrant under the hand of the registrar and the seal of the 
court. Therefore the high bailiff was protected. The was sued, 
not for having made an improper warrant, but for that w was done in 
accordance with the warrant ; therefore, according to Dews v. Riley (11 
C. B. 434), he would also be protected by the pine Be The statute 15 & 
16 Vict. c. 54, s. 6, also protected the registrar and bailiff, and also any- 
one who submitted his case to the court as a court, and obtained the 
warrant and order of the court. Therefore Bennett was protected. _The 
appeal should be dismissed; but, in the circumstances, without costs. 
Corron and Linpuzy, L.JJ., were of the same ion.—CounsEt, Gates, 
Q.C., and Corrie Grant ; Danckwerts (with him Sir H. James, A.G., and 
R. 8. Wright). Soxrtcrrors, Baker, Blaker, ¢ Hawes, for Schomberg, 
Brighton ; Hare ¢ Co. 





INTERROGATORIES—NvLLITY or Marriace—Jvupicature Act, 1873, ss. 
16, 23.—In the case of Harvey v. Lovekin, before the Court of A , 
No. 1, on the 6th inst., the question was as to the power of the Divorce 
Court to administer interrogatories in a suit for nullity of marriage. The 
petitioner alleged that, at the time of his marriage with the respondent in 
the suit, she was a married woman. She answered that, at the time of 
the alle former marriage, she was a married woman, but that her then 
husband had died before her marriage with the petitioner. The — 
having obtained leave from the registrar to administer - 
tories to the respondent, put interrogatories with the view of showing 
that she was a married woman at the date of his with her. The 
order of the registrar having been affirmed by Butt, J., the respondent 
appealed. It was contended that the Ecclesiastical Court had no juns- 
diction to administer interrogatories in a suit for nullity; that, up to the 
Judicature Acts, there was no such power in the Divorce Court ; and that, 
by ord. 68, r. 1, the rules and orders did not apply to that court. There 
was a further point that the interrogatories sh not be allowed, as they 
necessarily tended to criminate the respondent. The court (Brerr, M.R., 
and Liypiey, L.J.) dismissed the appeal. Brerr, M.R., said that the 
Ecclesiastical Court had the power of examining parties on oath, and 
administered interrogatories. That was shown by the case cited in Hare 
on Discovery at p. 89, and by the cases in which the chan courts had 
refused discovery in a matter pending in the Ecclesiastical Court, on the 
ground that that court had the power in itself. But, even if that 
putes had not existed, the power would be given to the Probate and 

ivorce Division by sections 16 and 23 of the Judicature Act, 1873, the 
effect of which is that each and every part of the High Court has all the 
powers which belong to any of the courts absorbed into the High Court. 
As to whether the interrogatories should be allowed, the objection could 
not be taken at the present stage of the case, but when the respondent 
declined to answer. Lixpiey, L.J., was of the same opinion. It was 
because the Ecclesiastical Court had the er that discovery was refused 
in Dunn v. Coates (1 Ati. 288), dn. (2 Ves. Sen. 450). The decision in Euston 
vy. Smith (82 W. R. 596, L. R. 9 P. D. 57) was amply justified by sections 
16 and 23 of the Judicature Act, 1878. The oer t was covered by 
Althusen v. Labouchere (27 W. R. 12, L. R.3Q. B. D. 655).—Counsst, Safford ; 
W. T. Barnard. Soxricrrors, Wood, Bigg, $ Nash ; Le Brasseur $ Oakley. 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 


Pracrice—R,. 8. C., 1883, orp. 15, rr. 1, 2; orp, 32, n. 6—Mortoacr— 
Forrciosunt—JvupGMENT on Apmisstons.—In the case of Davies v. Smith, 
before Chitty, J., on the 2ist ult. and 5th inst., the plaintiff in a fore- 
closure action having moved under ord. 32, r. 6, for an order in accordance 
with the claim in his statement of claim, or that such foreclosure or other 
order might be made as he might be entitled to u the admissions 
contained in the statement of defence or otherwisé ere v. Wieland, 
30 W. R. 47), was met by the objection that the d 
statement of defence, not admitted the mortgage deeds. Chitty, J., on the 
2ist inst., allowed the objection, declii to follow Rutter y. Zregent (27 
W. R. 902, L. R. 12 Ch. D. 758), but gave the tiff leave to amend his 
notice of motion so as to move, under ord. 15, r. 1, for an account and 
necessary inquiries and directions. This having been done and the matter 
again coming before the court on the 5th inst., the plaintiff claimed to be 


entitled under the order in question to the 
closure nisi. Currry, J., sid that he had no as to the 
the late Master of the Rolls under the old rule (Rules of Court, d 
15). It was, when the account was asked in a mortgagor’s redemption 
action, not to direct an account unless the put himself under 
the condition of being foreclosed if the result be him. The 
old rule raemnne, Foy ees ~ ss extend to 
accounts, it would appear where yearn temo cod ag 
closure action, the course would be to make, under the new rule, 
the usual decree or fe ge for an account and foreclosure nisi. Such 
an order was not a order, but a decretal order, and would do justice 
in cases where, in the terms of the rule, there was no preliminary question 
to be tried. He was of opinion that ceviatisnentarees, 1k wt oo 
entitled to such an order, but as the a r. 

by ord. 15, r. 2, to be made by summons in chambers, the plaintiff 
not be allowed any additional costs incurred by moving in co 
Counset, F. 7. Procter; W. Young Clare. Soxrcrrons, H. B. Cobb; J. 
Pettengill. 





Inrant—Marnrenance—Contincent Lecacy—Ixrermepiate Income— 
Conveyancine Act, 1881, s. 43.—In In re Dickson, Hill v. Grant, which 
came before Kay, J., on the 29th ult., and on the Sth and 6th inst., the 
question arose whether, under section 43 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, 
an infant contingently entitled to a pecuniary legacy on re 
one could claim maintenance out of the interm income which 
never, according to the terms of the will, belong to the infant. In other 
words, the question was whether the 43rd section was intended to embod 
the principle unsuccessfully contended for in In re George (L. R. 5 Ch. D. 
837). Under the will of a testator of £1,000 were given 
to each of a class of persons (to whom the testator {did not stand 
in loco parentis) who should be living at the testator’s death and 
attain twenty-one, and the residue was devised and bequeathed to his 
nephews and nieces. Kay, J., held that the infants were not entitled to 
maintenance out of the intermediate income. The contrary construction 
involved such a violent interference with the 7s of perty that 
that could not have been the intention of th Legislatire The 
section applied whether the will came into —— before or after the 
Act, and it could not have been intended to take away the income to which 
the residuary legatee was entitled under the will, especially as he might 
have formed his plans in life upon the assumption that the income would 
come to him, at any rate, until each infant attained twenty-one. His 
lordship, with the concurrence of the author, pointed out a mistake in Mr. 
‘Wolstenholme’s Conveyancing Acts in a note to the above section in which 
In re George is erroneously referred to instead of In re Cotton.—Covnsgi, 
Hastings, Q.0.; Langworthy ; Farwell; J. Lloyd; H. Humphry. Soxtcr- 
tors for all parties, Sandiland, Humphry, $ Armstrong. 


Trustee—ReMovaL—LiquipaTine Dessror—Banxrvurrcy Act, 1869, 
ss. 117, 125—Banxrvurrey Act, 1883, s. 169—Rzrzat—Savine Cravse. 
—In In re Lawson’s Trusts, which came before Kay, J., on the 5th inst., 
the question arose whether, since the passing of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, 
the court still retained its power to remove a liquidating trustee under the 


Bankruptcy Act, 1869. A. was a trustee eficiary under the will of 
his father, Hated in 1866. In 1879 he instituted for liquidation, 
and in 1884 he obtained his certificate of discharge. He was entirely 


without means. In 1880 his share under the will of his father was sold 
by the trustee of the liquidation, and his ob ect in continuing in the trust 
was to impeach the validity of this sale. will contained a power to 
appoint new trustees in the case of death or incapacity. Under these 
circumstances, a petition was presented by the beneficiaries and the 
remaining trustees for the sane A. and the A angie pens S a he 
trustee in his place. The responden in person. Kay, J., 
that the power to remove a bankrupt trustee under section 117 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869, was by section 125 made applicable to the case of 
a li uidating debtor, and that such trustee might be removed, notwith- 
standing the close of yt pum tion. (Jn re Adams 28 W. R. 163, L. R.12 
Ch. D. 634). The Act of 1 ed by the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, but 
the repealing clause (section 169) provided that no repeal should — 
“any right or privilege acquired, or duty imposed or liability or dis- 
qualification incurred under any enactment so repeal .”’ The power of 
removing a liquidating trustee was, therefore, not taken away by the Act 
His ip ordered the respondent to be remo and a new 
trustee to be appointed in his place, and disallowed the respondent's costs. 
Eastweek, Sorrcrrors, Bonner, Wright, § Co., for Bonner § 


Eavrrastz Mortcace—Foreciosvre or Sare—Oonvexancrye Act, 1881, 
s. 25 Ry Oldham v. Stringer, a foreclosure action which — before 
Kay, ., on the 6th inst., on motion for j ent in default 
ance, the question arose whether an eq where there 
was no memorandum of and no agreement to execute a legal 


charge 

ld obtain an order for sale instead of foreclosure. It 

pt oubtfal, ion Banking Company v. Artley (27 

W. R. 704, L, B11 Ch. D. 205) whether a suo could have been obtained 
t. 88, 

bes ye That s n was repealed by section 25 of the Convey- 


ting Act which 1 R-22 Ch B 235 
ite egh By : Act, it did ‘not appear whether there was 








made under the Con’ 
van agreement to execute a 


mortgage or not, Kay, J., made an 
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order for sale instead of foreclosure.—CounseL, H. Greenwood. Soricrrors, 


H. B. Clarke § Son. 


Parrrrion unper Serrtep Estates Act—Marriep Woman—SePaRATE 


from land, the prisoners suggested to Brooks that some one should be 
sacrificed to save the rest, but he hesitated, and the wn Be whom they 
were understood to refer was not consulted. On the day before the act in 
question, Dudley pro’ to Stephens and Brooks that lots should be cast 


Exammatton—Serrizp Estates Act, 1877, 8. 50—Marrrep Women’s | ‘0 determine who should be put to death to save the rest. Brooks refused 


Prorgrry Act, 1882, s. 1.—In a case of Jn re Harris’ Settled Estates, : ; ao 
before Pearson, J., on the 6th inst., the question arose whether | COUTS of oor ge palex HE ag prisoners spoke of their having families, and 

was i women, who were some of 
the petitioners in a petition under the Settled Estates Act, 1877, for 
sanction by the court of an agreement for a lease of ne 


it 


that some married 


F 


formed 
as pro’ 


of a settled estate, should be examin 
by section 50 of the Act. The married women 


ist 


Property Act, 1882, and their interests in the property had been 
before that date. In Riddell v. Errington t 


married before the commencement of the Married Women’s 
acquired 
L. R. 26 Ch. D. 220, 28 


to consent, and it was not put to the boy, and lots were not cast. In the 


suggested that it would be better to kill the boy that their lives should 
be saved, and Dudley proposed that if no vessel were in sight by the next 
morning the boy should be killed. On the next day, no vessel appearing, 
Dudley told Brooks he had better go to sleep, and made signs to Stephens 
that the boy should be killed; and to this act Stephens agreed, but 
Brooks dissented from it; the boy was then lying _ helpless and in- 
capable of resistance, nor did he assent to being killed. Dndley then, 
with the assent of Stephens, killed the boy, and the three men fed on his 


Sorrcrrors’ Jourvat, 328) it was held by Pearson, J., that a woman | body for four days; on the fourth day they were picked up by a passing 


married after 


to a woman married before the commencement of the Act of 1882, 
section 1 of that Act speaks of a married woman in general terms. 
Pxzanrson, J., held that section 1 applies, in the case of a woman married 


before the commencement of the Act, only to property acquired by her 


after the commencement of the Act. Consequently, the married women 


must be examined separately.—CounseL, J. Dizon. Soicrrors, Gregory 
Roweliffes, § Co. : ! 





the commencement of the Act of 1882 need not be separately | Vessel and land 
examined. It was suggested in In re Harris that this decision applied equally 


at Falmouth. The jury also found that if the men had 
not fed upon the body of the boy they would Y gry | not have survived 
to be so picked up and rescued, but would within the four days have died 
of famine ; that the boy being in a much weaker condition was likely to 
have died before them; that at the time the act was committed there was 
no sail in sight nor any reasonable prospect of relief; and that under 
these circumstances there appeared to the gpg every probability that 
-| unless they then or very soon fed on the boy or one of themselves they 
would die of starvation; that there was no appreciable chance of saving 
life except by killing someone for the others to eat, but that, assuming 
any necessity to kill any one, there was no greater necessity for killing 


AprsisTRaTIon AcTION—TENANT For Lire AND RematNpERMAN—Carrrat | the boy than for killing any of the others, and the special verdict con- 


AnD Income— Unavruorizep Securities—Inqurries.—In a case of Quirk v. 


cluded :—‘‘ But whether upon the whole matter the prisoners were and are 


Quirk, before Pearson, J., on the 6th inst. , a question arose as to the proper | guilty of murder the jury St pap and refer to the court.” To this 
dinected i - 


form of inquiries to be in an administration action, in a case in 
which it was alleged that the trustee (the defendant) had applied as income 
the dividends of some mining shares which, as between tenants for life and 
i en, ought to have been converted, and the proceeds invested in 
proper securities. The action was heard as a short cause, and in the 
minutes of judgment prepared by the plaintiff's counsel some special 
uiries were inserted in the form given in Seton on Decrees, 4th ed., 

vol. 2, p. 993. The counsel for the trustee was instructed to consent to 
these inquiries, but Pzarson, J., pointed out that the result of the 
inquiries might be to make the trustee liable for wilful default, and his 
the inquiries with a direction that they were to be 

without prejudice to any question.—CovnseL, Carson; K. J. Hough. 
Soxicrrors, Ullithorne, Currey, & Villiers. 





R. 8. C., 1883, onp. 55, x. 2, sun-szctions 1, 4—Bustness Iv CHAMBERS— 
Aprtiication ror TRansrer or Funp parp into Court unpER Lecacy Dury 
Acr (36 Geo. 3, c. 52), s. 32—Funp anove £1,000.—In a case of In re 
Barker, before Pearson, J., on the 8th inst., the question arose whether 
an ication for transfer out of court of a fund exceeding £1,000, which 
had paid in under section 32 of the Legacy Duty Act (36 Geo. 3, c. 
52), on account of the infancy of the legatee, could ey be made by 
summons in chambers. An order for the transfer to the legatee, on proof 
of his having attained twenty-one, had been made in chambers, but the 
registrar felt a difficulty in drawingitup. Rule 2 of order 55 provides that 
** the business to be di of in chambers by judges of the Chancery 
Division shall consist of ’’ (inter alia) (1) ‘‘ Applications for payment or 
transfer to any person of any cash or securities standing to the credit of 
any cause or matter where there has been a judgment or order declaring 

rights, or where the title depends only upon proof of the identity, or 
birth, marriage, or death of any a ie (4) ** Applications under 
36 Geo. 3, c. 52, s. 32 (the Legacy Duty Act), in all cases where the 
money or securities in court do not exceed £1,000 or £1,000 nominal 
value.” In re Brandram (L. R. 25 Ch. D. 366), and In re Calton’s Will 
R. 25 Ch. D. 240, 28 Soricrrors’ Jovrnat, 67, 120), were referred to. 

ZARSON, J., felt a difficulty as to the jurisdiction to make the order in 
chambers, but, on the — of the applicants’ counsel, he made the 
order on the present application, treating it as a motion, section 32 of the 

per pra, that the application for transfer or payment 
person may be made “‘ by petition or motion in a summary 
"—CounsEeL, G. Williamson. Soricrrons, Williamson, Hill, § Co, 
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Camawatn Law—Mcever—Piza or Seir-Derence—Srrciat Verpicr— 
ow tHe High Sea—Jvunispicrion—17 & 18 Vict. c. 104, s. 267.— 
case of Reg. v. Dudley, which was argued before a divisional court 
‘Ey C.J., Grove, J., Pollock, B., Denman, J., and Huddle- 
B.), on 4th inst., and in which judgment was delivered on the 
., an important question was raised 7 a defence on an indict- 
murder, The and Stephens, the master and 
— F ey The Mignonette, were indicted at Exeter, at the 
aesizes, uddleston, B., for murder on the high seas, under 
circumstances so peculiar that the jury, at the suggestion of the iearned 
judge, returned a special verdict setting out the facts and leaving the 
of whether the acts of the prisoners amounted in law to murder 

be decided by the judgment of the Queen’s Bench Division. The. 
finding of the jury was, in effect, as ee ee ae to 
with one , all able-bodied English seamen, the deceased, an 
English lad, the crew of an English Pens were, on July 5, 1884, cast 
’ miles from the Cape of Good 
pu boat, in which they had 
or no food. On the eighteenth day, a oh had been seven ha a 
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verdict there was afterwards added in drawing up the record a clause to the 
effect that the jury found the prisoners guilty or not guilty in accordance 
with whichever should be the judgment of the court. The prisoners were 
liberated on bail to appear at the next assizes for Cornwall. The record 
was afterwards made up, and by an order of the Divisional Court brought 
into the Queen’s Bench Division, and the case argued before five judges, 
sitting as ju of that division. It was argued on behalf of the prison- 
ers (1) that the verdict was bad, because the record contained words 
added to the finding of the jury which had not been put to them by the 
judge at the trial; (2) that the record should have been brought into 
court by writ of certiorari to remove it from the court of assize, and that 
no such writ had in this case issued; (3) that the court at Exeter had no 
ego the act having been committed on the high seas, and there 
ing no-finding that the boat was an English boat; (4) that killing 
under the circumstances mentioned in the special verdict was not 
murder but justifiable homicide, being done under necessity to save 
the lives of the prisoners, and that the necessity was inevitable, as 
there was no chance of escape without killing one of the three, 
which of the three being a ce of evils which could not be 
measured in such a case. The court gave judgment against the 
prisoners, but adjourned the case for four days in order to ow the 
risoners an opportunity of moras in arrest of judgment. On Tuesday 
Lord Cotzrinez, C.J., delivered the judgment.of the court to the effect 
(1) that the aanayg, 2 the ial verdict which had been objected to was 
the merest form, being the legal expression of the meaning of the jury, 
and was to be found in all precedents at the Crown Office of special verdicts 
for at least a century. @) it a certioriari was nol onger necessary. The 
old reason that formerly existed for it was that the courts of oyer and 
terminer and gaol delivery were not parts of the old Queen’s Bench; 
and, therefore, it was necessary for that court to issue its writ in order to 
bring before it a record of another court. This reason had now ceased to 
exist, for, by section 16 of the Judicature Act, 1873, those courts were 
made a part of the High Court, and their jurisdiction vested in it. (3) 
That the court had jurisdiction, the prisoners being the crew of an English 
vessel, cast away in an open boat on the high seas; and that jurisdiction 
was also expressly conferred by 17 & 18 Vict. c. 104, s. 267. (4) That the 
circumstances under which the act was committed did not amount to a 
defence at law, for it could not successfully be asserted that, in order to 
save his own life, a man might lawfully take away the life of an innocent 
person. His lordship referred to the authorities on homicide, and showed 
that ‘‘ necessity’’ to justify killing another must be equivalent to seli- 
defence ; and that, therefore, the killing of the unoff g person in this 
case was wilful murder. The were therefore convicted, and 
sentence of death was passed upon them.—Oounszi, Sir H. James, A.G., 
Charles, Q.C., C. Matthews, and Danckwerts, for the Crown ; Collins, Q.C., 
Henry Clark, and Pyke, for the ers. Soxicrrons,  licitor to the 
Treasury ; Plews, Irving, § Hodges, for the prisoners. 





Vacrant Act — Rocuz anp Vacanonp — Freqventine Srrerr wits 
INTENT TO commiIT A Fetonr—b5 Gao. 4, c. 83, s, 4—34 & 35 Vicr. c. 112, s. 
15.—In the case of Clark, Appellant, v. The Queen, Respondent, in which 
judgment was delivered by a Divisional Court (Grove @nd Hawxins, JJ.) 
on the Ist inst., a question arose as to the meaning of the words ‘ fre- 
quenting a street,’’ within the meaning of the V. t Acts. Section 15 
of 34 & 35 Vict. c. 112, ides that, ‘‘ Whereas the fourth section of 
the Act passed in the fifth year of the reign of King George the Fourth, 
chapter eighty-three, . . . it is, amongst other things, provided that 
every suspected person or reputed thief frequenting any river, canal, or 
navigable stream, dock, or basin, or any quay, wharf, or warehouse near 
joining thereto, or any street, highway, or avenue leading thereto, or 





ing some 1,000 4 


any place of public resort, or any avenue thereto, or any s 
highway, or place adjacent, with intent to felony, shall be Prac 
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arogue and vagabond, and may be apprehended and committed to prison. 
. . + And, whereas doubts are entertained as to the construction of the 
said provision, and as to the nature of the evidence required to prove the 
intent to commit a felony: Be it enacted, 

construed as if, instead of the words ‘highway or place adjacent,’ there 
were inserted the words ‘or any highway or any place adjacent to a street 
or highway’; and, secondly, that, in proving the intent to commit a 
felony, it shall not be necessary to show that the m si was 
guilty of any particular act or acts tending to show his p or intent, 
and he may be convicted if, from the circumstances of the case or his 
known character, . . . it appears to such justice or court that his 
intent was to commit a felony.”” The a — who was a convicted 
thief, was found in a street at night with a piece of a brass pump, 
apparently wrenched off and stolen, in his possession, and was thereupon 
apprehended, and convicted before justices as a rogue and vagabond under 
section 4 of 5 Geo. 4, c. 83 (the Vagrant Act). There was no evidence 
that he had ever been seen in that or any adjacent street on any other 
occasion. On a case stated, it was held that, though the intent to commit 
a felony may have been made out, the appellant could not be convicted of 
having ‘‘ frequented ”’ the street with intent to commit felony.—Covunssg1, 
J. Edge ; Meek. Soutcrrors, Gregory ¢ Co., for C. W. Newlands, South 
orn Clarke, Rawlings, § Co., for J. M. Moors, town clerk, South 
Shields. 





BANKRUPTCY CASES, 


Bankruptcy Petition—Peririontnc Crepriror—TRvsTEE FOR ABSOLUTE 
OwneER oF Dest—Jorsinc EquirasLe Owner as Co-PETITIONER—JUDG- 
ment Dent—Banxrurtcy Notice—Act or BankRUPTCY—AMENDMENT OF 
Perrrion—Costs—Bankrvuptcy Act, 1883, s. 4, suB-sEcrion 1 (G.); ss. 5, 
6, 105, sun-section 3.—In a case of Ex parte Dearle, before the Court of 
Appeal on the 5th inst., the question arose whether the old rule in bank- 
ruptcy—that when a debt is vested in a trustee for an absolute equitable 
owner, who is capable of dealing with the debt, the trustee cannot alone 
present a bankruptcy petition against the debtor, but the cestui que trust 


* must join in the petition—has been abrogated by the masses» 7 Act, 
’ Jou 


1883. In Ex parte Culley (L. R. 9 Ch. D. 307, 22 Soxicrrors RNAL, 
742), it was decided by the Court of Appeal that the old rule remained, 
notwithstanding the provision of section 6 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869,” 
that a petitioning creditor’s debt must be “‘ a liquidated sum due at law 
or in equity.’”” Among the acts of bankruptcy defined by section 4 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, is—sub-section 1 (g.)—‘‘If a itor has obtained 
a final judgment against him (the debtor) for any amount, and execu- 
tion thereon not having been stayed, has served on him a bankruptcy 
notice under this Act, requiring him to pay the judgment debt in accord- 
ance with the terms of the judgment, or to secure or compound for it to 
the satisfaction of the creditor or the court, and he does not, within seven 
days after service of the notice,’’ comply with it. By section 5, ‘‘Sub- 
ect to the conditions hereinafter ogee, if a debtor commits an act of 
kruptcy the court may, on a ptcy petition being presented, 
either by a creditor or by the debtor, make an order, in this Act called a 
receiving order, for the protection of the estate.’’ By section 6 (1), “‘A 
creditor shall not be entitled to present a bankruptcy petition against a 
debtor unless’’ (inter alia) (b.) ‘‘the debt is a liquidated sum, payable 
either immediately or at some certain future time.’’ It was contended 
that, by the joint operation of these three sections—at <- rate, in the 
case of a jud ent debt—only the legal owner of the debt, who has 
recovered the judgment, can present a bankruptcy petition in respect of it, 
and that the equitable owner of the debt cannot properly be joined as a 
co-petitioner, Mr. Registrar Hazlitt held that the old rule still exists, 
and this view was affirmed by the Court of Appeal (Lord Coterines, C.J., 
Brert, M.R., and Livoxiey, L.J.). Lord Cotsrines, C.J., said that the 
tule in question had been established for a great length of time, and there 
was a very good reason for it before the Act of 1869, when a mere equit- 
able debt was not a ground for bankruptcy proceedings, for otherwise a 
trustee of a debt might have made the debtor a bankrupt when the real 
beneficial owner of the debt might have had no debt at all, the debtor 
having a perfectly good defence as against him, though net as against the 
legal owner, the trustee. The Act of 1869, for the first time, enacted 
that a mere equitable debt might be the ground of bankruptcy : 
ings, and that the non-payment of an equitable debt might be an act of 
bankruptcy. In that state of things, and after the passing of the Judica- 
ture Act, 1873, it was strenuously contended in Ex parte ress that, by 
the joint operation of the Act of 1869, which placed an equitable debt on 
the same footing as a legal debt, and the Judicature Act, which provided 
that law and equity should be administered concurrently, the reason for 
the rule in question had ceased, and the rule might be taken to have been 
ted. But, notwithstanding this argument, the Court of Appeal 
held, in Ex parte Culley, that the old rule remained. In this state 
of things the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, was passed, which constituted, 
by section 4, sub-section 1 (g.), the failure to com with a bank- 
Tuptcy notice in respect of a judgment debt an act o tcy. In 
caier coke  y _ om trustee—had obtained final 
Judgment st the debtor. He was a com t person ordshi 
did not say the only m) to obtain the He did obtain 
it, and on the debt not being paid in accordance with the notice, an act 
ptcy was committed by the debtor. Who was to take advantage 
of the act of bankruptcy? On behalf of the appellant it was said that 
the only person who could take advantage of it was the creditor who had 
obtained the final judgment. No doubt it was that creditor who must 
serve the bankruptcy notice, and thus create the act of bankruptcy. But 
it did not follow from the words of the Act that that creditor alone could 
present a bankruptcy petition founded on the act of bankruptcy. Section 5 


firstly, the said section shall be | relation 








if he thought fi 


said that “a creditor” (not the same creditor) 
ion founded on the of an act 


creditor who was to peti! 


another creditor —— petition. There be 
for the old rule as there ever was, and, if there was nothing in the Act of 
1883 to alter it, it must be considered as still subsisting. Ez parte Culley was 
a decision of the Court of Appeal, and the framers of the Act of 1883 must 
be taken to have known of that decision ; and yet, when a single word in the 
Act would have altered the png Bw left the Act of 1883 just as the Act 
of 1869. His lordship was, ‘ore, of opinion that the old rule 
remained in force. But he thought that the court ought to exercise the 
wer of weary memes wn by sub-section 3 of section 105. A not unnatural 
under had been made in the construction of the Act. Leave would, there- 
fore, be given to amend the petition the name of the cestui que 
trust as a co-petitioner, with her consent ; but petitioner must pay the 
costs of the appeal, and the costs (if any) occasioned by the amendment. 
Brett, M.R., said that three were necessary to sustain a bankruptcy 
petition—a good petitioning itor’s debt, a good act of bankruptcy, 
and the proper petitioning creditor. The only question now was whether 
there was a pro panes Sen The old rule that a mere trustee 
could not petition without joining the cestui que trust, if he was 
dealing with the debt, was not a mere rule of practice, but it was a rule 
of conduct, founded on principle; because, if no x was paid to the 
cestui que trust, there might be no real debt at though, in legal 
parlance, there would be. A competent cestui gue trust might have 
released the debt. The reason for the rule remained after Act of 
1869 and after the Act of 1883 just as it did before. A new act of bank- 
ruptcy and a new petitioning creditor’s debt were created by the Act of 
1869 ; but no new petitioning creditor was created. There were no negative 
words in the Act as to who was to be the a. Therefore 
the court held that the old rule remained. So, by the Act of 1883, a new 
act of bankruptcy was created; but the Act had not said one word, 
affirmatively or negatively, as to who was to be the petitioning creditor. 
The Ranciane of Shan Geshe fe Se purse Cully sevens Cn aaa 1883 in 
Pp ly the same way as it did the Act of 1869, only the argument was 
much stronger, because the Act of 1883 was after that decision ; 
for, if the islature had intended to alter it, it had only to say so. His 
lordship also expressed an opinion that, under section 5, any itor could 
fuund a petition on an act of bankruptcy committed by the failure of a 
oe = Oey a bankruptcy notice ; the right was not limited to 
the creditor who had served the notice. Liyp.iey, L.J., concurred. 
(This decision is of importance, because of the distinction which it 
establishes between a debtor’s summons under the Bankru 


Act, 1869, 
and a bankruptcy notice under the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. The only 
cookines Wn enaal tion in of the act of committed 
by failure to comply with a debtor’s summons was the who bad 


served the summons, whereas it a that any creditor may avail him- 
self of the act of bankrup by failure to comply with a bank- 
a notice. |—Counsgt, £. Clarke, Q.C., and A. Wallace; Oooper Willis, 
QC., ani Ellis J. Davis. Soxscrrons, J. G. Dearie; Benn Davis. 





AppraL—Pretmanary Onsectton—Costs.—In a case of Ex parte Blease, 
before a divisional court of the Queen’s Bench Division on the 4th inst., 
the preliminary objection was taken to the that it was brought too 
late. The court (Maruew and Cavs, JJ.) the objection, but, 
followin; ~ prvecat Cave, J., in sy nd 13 Q. B. a a2), 
dismissed the a thout costs, on e responden 
peal ot his intention to raise the 
3 Smyly. Soxrcrrors, Pritchard, Engle- 


not given previous notice to the 
objection.—Counsg1, C. A. 
Jfield, § Co. ; Carter § Church. 


Banxrurtcy—Proor—Sscurgep Creprror—Vatvation or Sxcurrrr— 
AMENDMENT OF VaLvaTrIon—AppraL—Tme—Norics sent sy Post— 
Trustee in Bankruprcy—Costs—Banxrvptcy Act, 1883, s. 142; scHEDULE 


the Queen’s Bench Division, on the 4th inst., a question arose as to 
allowing a secured creditor, who had in his put a value on his 
security (a mortgage of real estate), to amend his proof and valuation, 
under the provisions of rule 13 in the second schedule ow eee 
Act, 1883, by’ 

security at £16,000. 
sate 0 contensh So onl Se BEEEY Soames 
ean aie cal te tale ot Burslem County Court allowed 
a bond fide m: e, an e 0 
this to be done, a Sunstendine the of a subse quent mortgagee 
of the pro , whose interest was because the trustee would 
have to redeem the at the larger amount. The Divisional Court 
(Marnew and Ca J.) affirmed the decision. It was contended that 
the vale did not apply to &:cnse tm ‘Which there was © cubsoquant mart- 
gage. The court, however, said that the first was not 
deprived of his right by the accident that there was a ent mort- 


gage. 

Fh question also arose whether notice of the appeal had been given in 
time. notice was given by post, in accordance with the liberty given 
by section 142 of the Act. The letter was ee an 
the signature of the order, and was not received by the respondent till the 
twenty-second day. It was contended that a notice sent by post must be sent 
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in such time that it may be received within the twenty-one days. The 

Court said that it might. be doubtful whether the service was in time, but, 

. erga they would avail themselves of their power to extend the 
e. 

The trustee in the bankruptcy, who did not oppose the application, 
was served with notice of the appeal, and appeared at the hearing. The 
court refused to allow him costs.—Counser, Oonper Willis, Q.C., and 
Plumptre ; Bigham, Q.C., and Boddam ; Aspland. Soutcrrors, Jennings, 
Son, § Burton ; Ashurst, Morris, § Co. ; Duffield & Bruty. 


HUDDERSFIELD County CoURT. 
(Before Judge SNAGGE). 
Dec. 5.—Re Aspinall & Sons. 


Where creditors have tendered at the first meeting informal proofs 
which the official receiver, as chairman, has admitted to vote, the 
only mode of questioning their right to vote is by an appeal. 

This was a case in which, at the first meeting, proofs were tendered by 
Leonard and Edward Charnock, Aspinall’s proof having attached 
to it an account saying:—To balance of account for goods delivered, 
£1,180 2s. 6d. ; and Charnock’s proof having a similar account attached to 
it. At the first meeting of creditors, Mr. England, of Halifax, the official 
receiver, presided, and the two proofs were objected to on the ground that 
they did not comply with the Bankruptcy Rules, as they had not particu- 
lars of the account attached to them. The official receiver admitted the 
proofs for voting purposes, and resolutions were passed appointing a 
trustee and a committee ‘of inspection, including Leonard Aspinall, and 
Edward Charnock. After the meeting fresh proofs were tendered to the 
trustee which did contain proper accounts. The proofs had been investi- 
gated by the trustee, but had not been formally admitted. This was an 
application to the judge for an order that these creditors should not be 
allowed to act upon the committee until their proofs had been admitted. 

E. T. Atkinson appeared on behalf of a large creditor to support the 
application. 

. Learoyd appeared for the trustee and committee of inspection to 


Atkinson contended that until the proof was admitted a creditor could 
not act upon the committee of inspection, and he referred to rules 169-- 
174 and paragraph 8 of the first schedule to the Act. 

Learoyd referred to graph 14 and the second schedule. 

Atkinson contended that that paragraph did not apply, because the 

claiming to vote must be a creditor and he must have duly proved 
his debt. Hecontended that clause 14 had no application, because, under 
clause 4 of the second schedule, it was imperative that the affidavit should 
refer to or contain a statement of account showing particulars of the debt ; 
that the affidavit, therefore, was simply a piece of paper, and it was not 
competent for the chairman to say that it was a proof unless it contained 
the necessary ingredients; that the amended prvofs could not avail, 
because there had been no re-appointment of the creditors on the com- 
mittee since they were put in. 
contended that the admission of the proof for voting had 
nothing to do with the ultimate admission of the proof, and that it was 
the function of the chairman to decide what proofs should be admitted to 
vote, and that he rightly looked at the substance and not at the form; that 
the only mode of questioning his decision was under rule 174, by an 
appeal within twenty-one days; that in this case there had been no 
and the decision of the official receiver was absolute; and that the 
t dealing with the proof did not rest with the chairman or 
receiver, but with the trustee who was appointed. 

His Howovr said that, in his opinion, he had no power to deal with this 
matter. Certain objections had at the first meeting been taken to proofs. 
It was essential, so as to regulate the conduct at the first meeting, that the 
official receiver, who held an independent position, should there and 
then decide upon the parties who, in his judgment, were entitled to vote. 
In this case the official receiver decided that these two creditors were 
entitled to vote, and left over for the decision of the court the question 
whether his decision was accurate or not. The mode of questioning his 
decision was clearly pointed out by the rules by an appeal to the court, but 
there had been no appeal. The members of the committee had acted 
theonghent upon the committee, and unless the proofs were formally 
obj to upon appeal it was not competent for the court to question 
the decision of the creditors at the meeting. In his opinion, therefore, 
the two creditors were entitled still to act upon the committee, notwith- 
standing any original informality there might have been in their proofs. 
Solicitors, Godfrey Rhodes, Halifax; Learoyd & Percy, Huddersfield. 





CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 


Soxictrorn axp Cirent—Costs—Taxation—Taxation arrer Payment— 
Apruication sx Tutnp Party —Tuvsrez AND cCESTUI QUE TRUST — 
Soxicrrors Act (6 & 7 Vicr. c. 73), ss. 39, 41.—In the recent case of 
In re Chown (roted ante, p. 28), it will be remembered that the question 
was raised w ether section 41 of the Solicitors Act, 1843, which provides 
that a solicitor’s bill cannot be taxed after payment, except under s 
circumstances, lies to taxation after payment under section 39 at the 
instance of the party, such as a cestu: que trust. It was urged that 
section 41 could not apply to such a case, because the application must 
necessarily be made after payment. Kay, J., held that section 41 
could not be limited in this way, and on and other grounds refused to 
allow s taxation. The case came before the Court of Appeal (Bows 





and Fry, L.JJ.) on the 6th inst., when they, without deciding the ee 
affirmed the decision on the ground that, at any rate, the court had a 
discretion, and that the items complained of as overcharges were so trivial 
that the court would not direct a taxation.—CounseL, Oswald ; Morshead 
Soxicrrors, Stoneham § Son; Cowlard § Chowne. 


Scanpatous Marrer—Brtt or Costs—GsgNERAL JURISDICTION OF THE 
Court.—In a case of Re Miller § Miller, and Re French, Love v. Hills, 
before Kay, J., on the 4th inst., his lordship held that the case of Erskine 
v. Garthshore (18 Ves. 114) was an authority that the general jurisdiction 
of the court is sufficient for the purpose of expunging scandalous and 
impertinent matter from a bill of costs while such bill remains lodged in 
the taxing master’s office (although the Rules of Court are silent on this 
subject, and of ordering payment by the person or solicitor bringing it in 
of the costs meters! y the introduction of the scandalous and 
impertinent matter.—Counset, Henry Fellows; Hastings, Q.C., and 
Dunham. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY, 
Honovrs EXAMINATION, 
November, 1884. 


At the examination for honours of candidates for admission on tke roll 
of solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examination committee recom- 
mended the following gentlemen as being entitled to honorary distinc- 
tion :— 

First Crass. 
[In order of Merit.] 


John Callaway, who served bis clerkship with Messrs. Sworder & Long- 
more, of Hertford ; and Messrs. Duncan, Warren, & Gardner, of London. 

David Villiers Meager, who served his clerkship with Mr. Charles Henry 
Glascodine, Mr. William Vazie Lan e Simons, of Swansea; and Mr. 
George William James King, of London. 


Seconp Oxass, 
; [In Alphabetical order.]} 

Thomas William Bishop Hutchings, who served his clerkship with 
Messrs. Francis, Baker, & Watts, of Newton Abbot; and Messrs. Church, 
Rendell, & Trehane, of London. 

George Scale, who served his clerkship with Mr. John Leigh, of Man- 
chester. 

Albert Edward Scorer, who served his clerkship with Messrs. J. & A. 
Burton & Scorer, of Lincoln; and Messrs. Taylor, Hoare, Taylor, & Box, 
of London. 

Frederick Adam Stigant, who served his clerkship with Mr. William 
John McLellan, of Rochester; and Mr. John Moxon Clabon, of London. 

James Mead Sutherland, who served his clerkship with Mr. Samuel 
Smith Seal, of London. 

Thomas Lewis Wilkinson, who served his clerkship with Mr. William 
Francis Barrell, of the firm of Messrs. Barrell, Rodway, & Oo., of Liver- 
pool. 

Turrp Crass. 
[In Alphabetical order. ] 


Elkan Nathan Adler, M.A., who served his clerkship with Mr. Richard 
Dawes, jun., of the firm of Messrs. Dawes & Sons, of London. 

William Dawson Ainger, who served his clerkship with Mr. James 
William Grant Wollen, of Torquay. 

Richard Fisher Chorley, who served his clerkship with Mr. F. W. Wat- 
son, of Kendal; and Mr. A. Double, of London. 

Claud Fraser, who served his clerkship with Mr. Alfred Henry Clapham, 
of London. 

Edward Guy Maunder, who served his clerkship with Mr. John Davis 
Peard, of London. 

Se ae Parker, who served his clerkship with Mr. Henry Skip- 
per Ryland, of the firm of Messrs. Clarke, Woodcock, & Ryland, of 
London. 

Alexander Mark Turnbull, who served his clerkship with Mr. Robert 
——- of the firm of Messrs. Dickinson & Miller, of Newcastle-upon- 


timus Gladstone Ward, who served his clerkship with Mr. Robert 

Di , of the firm of Messrs. Dickinson & Miller, of Newcastle-upon 
Tyne; and Messrs. Peace & Co., of London. 
m —- White, who served his clerkship with Mr. Richardson Peele, of 

ur . . 

The Council of the I rated Law Society have accordingly given 
class certificates and aw: the following prizes of books :— 

To Mr. Callaway, the — of the Honourable Society of Clement’s-inn. 
value ten guineas; and the Daniel Reardon Prize, value about twenty-five 


eas. 

To Mr. Meager, the prize of the Honourable Society of Clifford’s-inn, 
value five guineas. 

The council have given class certificates to the candidates in the second 
and third classes, 


The number of candidates who attended the examination was sixty-six. 
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LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Ricuarp Hirt Dawe, solicitor, of Liverpool, has been elected Town 
Clerk of the Borough of Hull, and Deputy-Judge and Registrar of the 
Kingston-upon-Hull Court of Recort, in succession to Mr. Charles 
Spi Todd, deceased. Mr. Dawe was admitted a solicitor in 1878. 

e has been for several years deputy town clerk of Liverpool. 


Mr. Cuartes Kemste, solicitor, of Liverpool, has been appointed a 
Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Donatp Crawrorp, advocate, who has been appointed a Boundary 
Commissioner for Scotland, was educated at Balliol College, Oxford, where 
he graduated second class in classics in 1860, and he was afterwards 
elected a fellow of Lincoln College. He was admitted a member of the 
Faculty of Advocates in Scotland in 1883, and he has been private secre- 
tary to the Lord Advocate since 1880. 


Mr. Tuomas Barctay, barrister, has been appointed English Legal 
Adviser in Paris to the Suez Canal Company. Mr. Barclay is a graduate 
of the University of Paris. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple 
in January, 1876. 


Mr. Rosert Exxerr, solicitor (of the firm of Mullings, Ellett, Tudway, 
& Bevir), of Cirencester and Wootton Bassett, has been appointed 
Secretary and Solicitor to the Thames Riparian Owners’ Defence 
Association. Mr. Ellett was admitted a solicitor in 1859. He 
is clerk to the Cirencester Local Board, and to the county magistrates 
and the Commissioners of Taxes, and secretary to the es Valley 
Drainage Commissioners. His senior partner, Mr. John Mullings, is town 
clerk of the borough of Cricklade. 


Mr. Naruanret Wurtz, solicitor, of 27, Queen-street, aoe wen and of 
New Cross, Croydon, and Brighton, has been sng a Commissioner 
to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Henry Nicuotas Corsexis, solicitor (of the firm of Corsellis, 
Son, & Mossop), of J, Quality-court, Chancery-lane, and of Wandsworth, 
has been appointed Clerk to the Magistrates for the Wandsworth Division 
of the County of Surrey, on the resignation of his father, Mr. Arthur 


Alexander Oorsellis. Mr. H. N. Corsellis was admitted a solicitor in 1877. 


Mr. Witt1aM Ho tts Briaes, solicitor, of Derby, has been appointed a 
Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Atrrep Aveustus Warts, solicitor, of Ipswich, has been appointed 
Solicitor to the Ipswich Licensed Victuallers’ Society. Mr. Watts was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1871. 


Mr. Joun Tomurnson Hrszert, barrister, M.P., has been appointed 
Financial Secre to the Treasury. Mr. Hibbert is the eldest son of 
Mr. Elijah Hibbert, of Oldham, and was born in 1824. He was educated 
at Shrewsbury School, and at St. John’s College, Cambridge, where he 
_—— asa junior optime in 1847, and he was called to the bar at the 
nner Temple in Easter Term, 1849. He was M.P. for Oldham in the 
Liberal interest from 1862 till 1874, and he was re-elected in 1877. He 
was Parliamentary Secretary to the Poor Law Board from 1872 till 1874, 
and again from 1880 till last year, when he was a wey Under-Secre- 

of State for the Home Department. Mr. rt is a magistrate 
and deputy-lieutenant for Lancashire, 


Mr. Gzorcz Pemssrron Lzacu, barrister, has been angaieted an 
Assistant Boundary Commissioner for England and Wales. . Leach 
was educated at St. John’s College, Oxford, where he graduated third class 
in classics in 1868. He was called to the at Lincoln’s-inn in 

Term, 1871, and he practises in the Chancery Division. He has been for 
several years an assistant land commissioner. 


an, we eo eae Saeeee (of the firm of Jenkins > bet of —_ 
» has appoin Regi of the un! urt 
the room of Mr. W. W. geval hy Mr Eons was Tamitted in 
1861, and holds the appointments of clerk to the magistrates for two 
sessional divisions, and clerk to the Income Tax Commissioners for two 
istricts. He is a magistrate for the borough of and holds a 
commission as senior major in the Ist Pembrokeshire Rifle Volunteers. 


Mr. James Berry Wa trorp, solicitor (of the firm of Gabb & Walford), 
of Abergavenny, has been appointed Deputy Coroner for the Aber- 
gavenny Division of the County of Monmouth. Mr. Walford was 
admitted a solicitor in 1872, and is clerk to the justices of the Aber- 
gavenny Division and clerk to the Llanforst School 


Mr. Franx Samvuet Preston, solicitor, of the firm of Samuel Preston & 
Son, (not Mr. Charles Sansome Preston as stated last week), has been ap- 
) arte Clerk to the Hinckley Local Board. Mr. Samuel Preston is oe 

erk to the Hinckley Union, Hinckley Rural Sanitary Authority, and 
Hinckley Union Assessment Committée. 


Mr. Conran J. Davis, solicitor, of 12, Old Jewry Chambers, Old Jewry, 
London, has been pppotabed Clerk to the Trust of the West Kent 
(Endowed) Grammar School. Mr. Davis was admitted in 1874. 


Mr. Groncz Atrrep Daytet, of Frome, has been appointed a Feppeeel 
ioner for taking the Acknowledgements of Deeds by ed 
Women for the County of Somerset. 


Mr. Purttrr pz Sorrs (of the firm of Beal & de So of 30, Regent- 
street, Waterloo-place, solicitor, has been appointed a Vicoundtainete to 
administer Oaths in the Supreme Court. 


Mr. Henry Hartiey Fow sen, solicitor (of the firm of Fowler & Perks), 
of 147, Leadenhall boroug 


-street, and Wolverhampton, M.P. for the 





of Wolverhampton, succeeds Mr. Hibbert as Under-Secretary of 
State for the Home aoe Mr. Fowler is the son of the 
Rev. Joseph Fowler, was born in 1870. He was educated 
at St. Saviour’s Grammar School, Southwark, and he was admitted a 
solicitor in 1852. He is clerk to the South Staffordshire Mines Drainage 
Commission, and he has been M.P. for Wolverhampton in the Liberal 
interest since 1880. Mr, Fowler was mayor of Wolverhampton in 1863, 
and he is a magistrate and alderman for that borough and a deputy 
lieutenant for Staffordshire. 


DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP. 


Gerorce STEPHENSON JorDESON and Gzores Wurrerne, solicitors, Nos. 8 
and 9, County-buildings, Hull (Jordeson & Whiteing). July 10, 1883. The 
said George Stephenson Jordeson will in future carry on the business at 
Nos. 8 and 9, County-buildings aforesaid, and the said George Whiteing 
at No. 3, Parliament-street, [ Gazette, Dec. 5.] 











OBITUARY. 


MR. THOMAS CRUST. 


Mr. Thomas Crust, solicitor (of the firm of te yer Crust, Todd, & 
Mills), town clerk of the borough of Beverley, died at Leeds, on the Ist 
inst., in his seventy-second year. Mr. Crust was born at Winterton in 
1813, He was clerk to the late Mr. Maxtead, of Barton-on-Humber, and 
afterwards to Messrs. Shepherd & Myers, of Beverley, with whom he 
ultimately served his articles. He was admitted a solicitor in 1845, when 
he became a member of the above firm, and he was at the time of his 
death associated in partnership with Mr. Stephen Ellis Todd, the clerk 
to the Holderness i Commissioners, and with Mr. James Mills, the 
clerk to the borough ana county tes at Beverley. Mr. Crust 
held several important appointments. He had been town clerk of 
Beverley since 1846, registrar of the Beverley Coun Court (Circuit 
No. 16) since 1857, and treasurer for the East Riding of Yorkshire since 
1858. He was also clerk to the wry A Desieoge Commissioners, and a 
perpetual commissioner for the East Riding. He had a very extensive 
private practice, being solicitor and agent to many of the leading land- 
owners in the district. Mr. Crust was for many years churchwarden of 
St. Mary’s Church, to which he presented a handsome stone pulpit. 
Mr. Crust was married to the daughter of Mr. Consitt, of Beverley, 
and he leaves two married daughters. He was buried at 
Beverley on the 5th inst.. many members of the corporation 
and of the legal profession being present at the funeral. At 
the Beverley County Court, on the inst., Judge Bedwell said he 
thought he should not be doing justice to the feelings of the profession, 
and he certainly should not be doing justice to his own, if he did not 
refer to the serious loss which the profession had just sustained in the 
death of one of its most respected members. His Honour was sure they 
would agree that he was not when he said that it would be 
difficult to replace their loss in Mr. Crust. The county court had lost one 
of its most valuable officers and the profession one of its most hly- 
oe om members. In t ‘of talent and legal knowledge Mr. t 
had few equals, and in of character no superior. He was one of 
the most honeurable members of the profession, and his Honour felt sure 
that they would agree with him that the loss of Mr. Crust was a very 
serious one to them all. Mr. Bantoft, as the senior practitioner present 
= court, briefly reciprocated the expressions which had fallen from his 
onour, 


MR, CHARLES NUTSEY. 


Mr. Charles Nutsey, solicitor, of Shrewsbury, died at Matlock on the 
29th ult. Mr. Nutsey served his articles with the late Mr. Hawley 
Edwards, of Shrewsbury. He was admitted a solicitor in 1875, and he 


had since practised at Shrewsbury. Although his professional career had 
been short, he had been su in obtaining a large amount of practice, 
and his premature death is much lamented. He was a leading member 
of the Li at Shrewsbury, and he was ent of the Shrop- 
shire Baptist Association. Mr. Nutsey was buried at the Shrewsbury 
General Cemetery on the 3rd inst. 





MR. THOMAS BARNEBY, 


Mr. Thomas Barneby, solicitor, of Worcester, died at Claines, Worces- 
tershire, on the 2nd inst., from bronchitis, at the of seventy-six. Mr. 
Barneby, who was the oldest member of the legal profession at Worces- 
ter, was born in 1808. He was admitted a solicitor in 1829, and he had 
practised for over fifty years at Worcester. He was a perpetual commis- 
sioner for Worcester and the city of Worcester, and his private practice 
was an extensive one. Mr. Barneby was for many years agent for Lady 
Emily Foley’s Worcestershire estates. 








The Lord Chancellor, who has been suffering from a severe cold, is stated 
to be much better, and will leave for his ty seat, near Petersfield, 
Hants, towards the end of the week if present improvement 
continues. 
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LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Dec. 5.—Bills read a Third Time. 

Representation of the People ; Consolidated Fund (No. 1). 

Dec. 6.—Royal Assent. 

The Royal Assent was given by Commission to the four following 
Bills :—Consolidated Fund (No. 1) (1884) ; Tramways and Public Com- 
panies (Ireland) Act Amendment ; Yorkshire Registries Act (1884) Amend- 
ment; Representation of the People. 








The following are the circuits chosen by the judges for the ensuing 
winter assizes—viz. , South-Eastern Circuit—Lord Chief Justice Coleridge ; 
Midland—Mr. Justice Denman ; Western—Mr. Baron Pollock; Oxford— 
Mr. Justice Hawkins ; North- Eastern—Mr. Justice Lopes and Mr. Justice 
Stephen ; Home—Mr. Justice Manisty; North Wales—Mr. Justice Cave ; 
South Wales—Mr. Justice A. L. Smith ; Northern—Mr. Justice Day and 
Mr. Justice Wills. Mr. Justice Manisty, after finishing the business at 
Maidstone and Croydon, will join Mr. Baron Pollock at Exeter, and both 
he afterwards proceed to Bristol and Winchester. Mr. J ustice Hawkins 

round the Oxford Circuit alone until Stafford is reached, when he 

val oined by Mr. Justice Mathew. At the conclusion of the business 

. Justice Hawkins will return to town, and Mr. Justice Field will 

jon) Mr. Justice Mathew at Birmingham. The Northern Circuit will once 

more consist of —, Carlisle, Lancaster, Manchester, and Liverpool, 

and Mr. Justice Day will attend at the first three places alone, being 

afterwards joined at Manchester and Liverpool by Mr. 5 ustice Wills. Mr. 

Justice hen will go to Newcastle alone, but will be joined at Durham, 

York, and by Mr. Justice Lopes. The assizes will begin on Monday, 
the 12th of January next. 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rora OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 














Gemmor v0. Bacox. -Mr.Justivw 
" Tea Mr. Koe 
Jackson vale Clowes 
oe 
Mogivale Clowes 
oe 
Merivale Clowes 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
NokTH. PEARSON. 
Mr. Farrer Mr. Pemberton 
Teesdale Ward 
Farrer Pemberton 
Teesdale 
Farrer Pemberton 
T reesdale 
COMPANIES. 
WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Joust Stock Compantes. 
In CHANCERY. 


LiarTeD 
EBERLE’s HOTELS AND RESTAURANT COMPANY, LimITED.—By an order made 4 
. dated Nov &%, it was ordered’ that the company be wound up. 
Smith and Co, owe Strand, agents for Snowball and Co, Liverpool, so! 


citors for the 
ns Tamos aid addresses, and the particu amp y on or before Jan 5, 


emwinite 
“Sappuire”’ COMPANY, LIMITED.—Petition for winding UP: presented 

be yy MO PN pe Chitty, J., on Saturday, Dec 13. wet gegen 
Fenchurch st, solicitor for the petitioners 

West Exp Datar Farum Company, Limitep.—Credi 

before Jan 1 So cond Gaels names and addrenmes, an es, and th the pa 
debts or to Josiah Samuel Parker, 2 

Wednesday, Jan “ at 12; Ay appointed for nee a — 


of their debts or claims, 
t Devonshire © Bisho; pages st Without. Tues- 
be bearing | — ad judicntin g upon the debts and 


on or 
vlickias ane fat 
London B: 

udicating upon 


"(gut Den 5.) 

Chitty, J., has by an order, dated Aug 6, 
“Pendleton, "Matthew Foie Blakiston, 
oe, ee 


on or before Jan 3, dyn g bape ‘and ad a te gpm vA ti 
2, Nagentay r eet the parti- 


to Acthur Cooper, 14, teed 
the official y,Jan 17, at 12, is moaned for hear- 


liqnidator. 
aGjetionting upon the debts and al 
g SyYNpIcaTE, Limirep.— ent of a uldator has fixed Monday, Dec 


at his chambers, for the appointment of a 
Bacon, V.C. “ited et , foro ‘Thay sts Cou. re Pag d 
woun 
and Son, Field t, Gray's inn, solicitor for the 4 
cance, Paters Patt directed to. So baaed tdbens Eee Boson, WO at ihe 
on Saturday, Dec 20. ibbttes and Son, Field ct, Grey’s inn, 


iu 


apieis 
rh pu 


: 





—By an order made by 
winding up of ~ 
trand, agents f 


NORTHUMBERLAND AVENUE Hore Company, LimiTEp. 
Chitty, J., dated Nov 29, it was ordered that hy. 
See ee curs nolicitor for Tae 

m7 

Ocean Sram ¥ YacHTIne COMPANY 


Lona, Petition f a winding WW ) poenenten 
Dec 6, directed to be heard before Chitey, Jon Sons, Lan- 
acastet 1, je amet es for the ee r 

OTH WaLEs CRYSTALIZING AND DECORATING Compaxy Lrurrep.—Petition for 
weuling resented Nov 28, directed to heard before Kay, J., on Friday, 

Dec 19. wing's ® Bench h walk, Teuple, a= gate ~~ ~ titioner 
Warton Lanp Comp. Lmarep.—By an order > Becon, V.C., dated 
Nov 29, it was ordered ¢ that the com: ie be wound up, up, ¢ 4-3 and Howe, 
— ct, Lincoln’s inn, agents for and Co, Lancaster, solicitors for 

e 
[ Gazette, Dec. 9.] 
2 Socrerrzs Disso.vep. 

Sr. Martin’ AND PROVIDENT FREEHOLD LAND Socizry, 


LIMITED, W palit cliffe st Re Hy ta Leicester. Dec 4 
i r. 
dated [ Gazette, Dec. 9.) 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 
CHURCH, GEORGE, Higham Gobion, Redford, Farmer. Dec 15. Joyce v Church, 
Bacon, V.C. ad , Shefford 
Davigs, JOHN, Caen ‘Caron, Cardigan, Farmer. Dec 31. 
Pearson, J. Jones, betystwith 
ATTHEWS, WILLIAM, Tedburn Saint Mary, Devon, Farmer. Jan 1. Kelly v 
Kelly, Chitty, J. Tozer, Exeter 
Porrrevin CONSTANCE, = ips Be Bedford place, Russell sq. Dec 29. Poittevin v 
arson, Pearson. inghall st 
at 29. “Bakers, White, and Morgan v Walker, 


Pearso i Yon, Ges 5 
~ shite [ Gazette, Nov. 25.) 
RICHARD Capes. Seoes, Famer. Jan 6. Smith v Druce, Kay, J. Ley 

and Lake, Carey st, Lincoln’s 

— Jan 12. Tiplady v Johnson, Kay, J. Pat- 


Lincoln, Master Mariner. Jan 1. 
¢ Swithin’s lane 


estbourne ter. ter, Paddington, Licensed Victualler. Dec 
orien Ward, Walb 
(Genstie, Nov, 28.) 


joan, Sk Stoke eo ae hh, Nottingham, Farmer. Jan 1. 


FORBES BuNIONS, Cavendish s sq, Doctor of Medicine. Jan 5. Frere 
Van Tromp, Essex st, Strand 
[ Gazette, Dec. 2.] 


Rosekt, Raymouth rd, Rotherhithe, Mechanical Engineer, Dec 
27. ee, > Chamberlain, Chitty, J Coxwell, Laurence Pountney lane, 


ae Caer Owner. Dec 3i. Dickinson 
ewcastle upon Tyne 
- [ Gazette, Dec. 5.) 


Evans v Davies, 


Keetley v 


WINSLOW. 
Vv Winslow, Pearson, J. 


Cannon st 
Dickrnson, Ro Pgeeetio wp 
v Walker, Chitty, 2. Hoyle rae 





CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 gg CAP, 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM 

ATKINSON, JOHN, Elswick, Lancashire, Farmer. om 14, Wilson and Co, 
BARBER, CULLIMORE JOSEPH, Pin Yate, Gloucester, Farmer. Dec 25. 

Turner and Chanter, Wotton und = 
Bran, Gaones, Adley Hill 5 tol, Gentleman. Dec 30. Crook, Bristo 
Boast, WILLE Wnsiax Faas by Cimiez, near Nice. Dec 31. Mommy Orchard 

Bai Epwazp, Long Ashton, Somerset, Merchant. Feb 1. Brittan and Co, 


Be 
BunNcE, JOHN, ¢iabome, Wilts, Builder. Jan6. Rowland, Ramsbury 
neh => - near No’ Feb1. Burton, season 
’ au 
, Market 


Harborough h, Leicester, Farmer. Feb 10. 
CRITCHLEY, MARY FRANCES, _ BRS Westmoreland. Jan3i. Earleand Co, 


CumBy, Davip CHARLES, Lansdowne Nowing Retired Commander Royal 
Navy. Dec 30. Le Brasseur and ew ct, P 
Ryser, Wrtadam ScHINDLER, are ‘ions J.P. Dec 31. Bannister, Basing- 


Guiacwoon og ee Dec 30. Shaen and Co, Bedford row 
GURDON, | Wut en ag Suffolk, folk, eq Feb 1. Collyer-Bristow and Co, 


Hatt, , 1-4 Hyde, Chester, Cotton Spinner. Jan 31. Earle and Co, 


Havers, JoHN GURNEY, Hitchin, Hertford, Esq. Jan 1. Hawkins and Co, 

Bag Wri14M, Hampstead Heath, Esq. Jan 20. Pontifex and Co, St. 
Andrew’s st, st, Holborn circus ss 

i JOHN, Fenny Stratford, Bucks, Yeoman. Dec 24. Tanqueray, Woburn 
JACKSON, FRANcis ois Epwarp, Longsight, near Manchester, Doctor of Medicine. 


JACKSON, MARGARET, Brentwood, Essex. Dec 31. Postans and Landons, Brent- 


Milk Dealer. Jan Mander, Wakefi 
Dec 27, Miller and Co, "Norwich 

. Tomes ad Co, Sie» l 
loucester pl, Dorset sq. Jani eaten and 


‘ord. %4. Paddock anft So Bons, Hanley 
Parks, ize, GRORGOM iden Rent, arm Farmer. Dec 26, pee, = ‘enterden 
ar ae Hanwan, New Provision Dealer. Jani. Brewis and 
ewcastle upon 
Porchester de Lieutenant General. Jan 25, 
Parson and Co, Sherborne lane satin § 0%: . 1s 
SHEAD, WILLIAM, sen, Downham rd, Kingsland, Licensed Victualler, Jan 16. 


SHEPPARD, FREDERICK poevsruy, ims Shaoéry tan Civil Engineer, Dec 31. 
le upon Tyne, 8) 8 Officer. Juni. Stanton and 





see mm, Noes a Fi Dec 20._ Aubrey Wate, Hont ld 
’ armer. 
Woop Joz Le ne -cum-Wrenthorpe, York. Jan 1 Horner and 





gE de Beeb ue oped ema 
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ott, Manchester 
Roggrt, Boundary road, Finchley road, Builder. Jan 24. 
Cotton, St. Martin’s le Grand 
WrIGHTSON, REBECCA GILCHRIST. New Beckenham, Kent, Jan1. Western and 
Sons, Essex st, Strand 
(Gazette, Dec 2.1 


moe Gaoees, Alexandra Park, near Manchester, Gentleman. Dec 3!. 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Dec. 18.—Mr. WALTER KwnicuT at the new Hall Tavern, at 1 p.m., Lease- 
hold Hostelry (see advertisement, Dec. 4, Bon 
Dec. 18.—Messrs. PRICKETT, ben mw “A Ons at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold 
Securities (see advertisement, Dec. 6 





a 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 





BIRTHS. 
Dinn.—December 7, at 104, Windmill-street, Gravesend, the wife of Alfred George 
Dinn, solicitor, of a son. 
Goopy.—December 8, at Eastwell House, Colchester, the wife of Henry Goody, 
solicitor, of a son. 
TREVANION.—December 4, at 8, Stanford-road, W., the wife of H. Arundel 
Trevanion, barrister-at-law, of a son. 


MARRIAGE. 
METCALFE—VOULES.—December 6, at Beer Crosomibe,, Somerset, Douglas Met- 
calfe, of Clifton. Bristol, barrister-at-law. ~J Mary Hyacinth, daughter of the 
Rev. T. Arthur Voules, M.A., rector of Crocombe. 


DEATH. 


LanDon.—December 4, at Lyme Regis, Dorset, Arthur John Landon, barrister - 
at-law, aged 72. 








LONDON GAZETTES 


THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1888. 
Frimay, Dec. 5, 1884. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Seam, George Libbis, Warnford ct, Stockbroker. Bémenton. Pet Dec 2 
Dec 2. Exam Jan 13 =» lat Court House, Edmon 
oijmanee Thomas, East Ham, Essex, Builder. High Court. Pet Nov 18. Ord 
Dec 2. Exam Jan 24 at 12 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Catiow, Robert Henry, Bury, Beerseller. Bolton. Pet Dec1. Ord Dec1. Exam 
ec 17 at 1 
aa, William, Arnott st, New Kent rd, Grocer. High Court. Pet Dec 
Ord Dec 8. Exam Jan 17 at il at 34, Lincoin’s inn fields 
Charlesworth, Job, Derby, Painter. Derby. Pet Dec 1. Ord Dec2. Exam 


Davies, » William, leigh rd, Highbury pk, out of business. High Court. Pet Dec 
8. Ord Dec3. Exam Jan ii at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn field 
J wn eee Commercial Traveller. Olihans Pet Nov 26. Ord Dec 
at 
De Meilhac, Arg Falsgrave, Scarborough, French Professor. Scar 
et Dec 1. Ord Dec 1. Exam Janéati?” . psmeea 
Dillon, J J AR Bradford, Draper. Bradford. Pet Dec 3. Ord Dec3. Exam Jan 
a 
uel, enarten, Bootmaker. Scarborough. Pet Dec 3. Ord Dec 
3. Exam Jan 6at1 
Fergusson, Peter, Aberdare, Draper’s Assistant. Aberdare. Pet Nov 28. Ord 
ak she Samuel Winn, Leeds, Trunk Manufacturer. Leeds. Pet Dec3. Ord Dec 


Deo 9 at 11 
a, 2 Church rd, Islington, Chemical Instrument Manufacturer. 
High Court. Dec 3, Ord Dec 8. ‘Bonus dom a at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 


Gwynne Epodent ik Candies, Abergavenny, Clothier. Tredegar. Pet.Nov 21. Ord 
Hale, William E. B., Albi hbrs, Ha ‘ket, Bag High Court. Pet Oct 28 
ale, Willi Exam Jan 99 ot 11 at &4, Linooln’s 
Hathorne, Alexan der, Bloomsbury sq. High Court. Pet Nov 12. Ord Dec 3 
ending bd 11 at %, ce ian peice Ww, Pet 
ofmeier, chenn Gers. Filmer ‘atchmaker. High Court. 
Dec 2. Exam Jan 28 at ii at $4, Lincoln's inn flelds 
Hitchoook, Ellen Det oot Brinta Bristol. Pet Dec2. Ord Dec 2. 
eo LL tS Bristo. 1 Pet N 
oteceninater, BO Coon on. Kidderminster. 5 
ct Nin to Bain Doo - =" 
Ironmongers. Peter- 
22 at 12 


Jones, Ji and Samuel Buckle, Bo 
Jorden, itiam, Newéastie on Tyne, Innkeeper. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet Dec 


et Dect. Ord Dec?. Exam 
Ord Dec 1 
Liliey, Samuel, Leeds, Builder. Leeds. Pet Dec 2., Ord Dec 2. Exam Dec9 
asa fib Brot som Ties ies Nottingham. Pet Deci. Ord Dec 
. Exam Jan 
Withingten Deo beam D Morthenbertand, Cowkeeper. Newcastle 
Guttoe Denier. Oldham. Pet Dect, Ord 
Innkeeper, Bradford. Pet Dec 2. Ord Dec 3. Exam 
orvis, Henry, Pontypridd, Tailor. Pontypridd. Pet Dec1. Ord Deci. Exam 
a 
Moxon, John, Hoyland Hether, Yi Joiner. 
Beet ted Balen ee tges oe Tomer Sena. Berner. Poe 
Nield, William, Stalybridge, Dubber. Ashton under Lyne and Staly- 
bridge. Pet yy 


Checking, 
21. Ord Dec 8. ag A 
» Market Gardener. South- 
am Pet 8. Deo 17 at 12 * 
Pate, Williem. land Or peo 8, Bam De Portsmouth. Pet Nov 29. Ord 


1 
Pick Ri Grove, W: 
sane hts sot ar Ete Wat, Org, am, Ore 


Court,’ Nov Ord ov 27, Prater. Live 11.30 


Sleeman, Henry Bedford, Lime st, Merchant. High Court. Pet Novi4. Ord 
Dec 1. Exam Jan 13 at 11.30 at 34, sinn 
as my A com & hields, Builder. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet Dect. Ord 


am Dec 1 

8 es Michael. Old Broad st, Merchant. High Court. PetDeci1, Ord Dec1 
ny Feb 17 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Steane, Albert, Coventry, Draper. Coventry. Pet Dec2. Ord Dec 2. Exam Dec 
15 at 3.30 at County Hall, oe ng A 

way. Baan Deo at > mes ey, Leeds, Plumber. Leeds. PetDec3. Ord Dec 

al 
Tadman, Henry, Kingston-upon-Hull, late Licensed Victualler. Kingston on 
Hull. Pet Dec 1. Ord Dec |. Exam Exam Dec 15 at 11 at the Court House, Town 


Hall, Hull 

Taylor, John, Cullercoats, Northumberland, no occupation. Newcastle on Tyne. 
Pet Dec 2 2. Ord Dec2. Exam Dec 16 

Walters, + Halifax, Woolstapler. Halifax. Pet Dec 3 Ord Dec 3. 


Webb, Frederick, (helteham, Tailor. Cheltenham. Pet Dec 1. Ord Dec 1. 


Weir, George, Bristol. Dental Surgeon. Bristol. Pet Dec1. Ord Deci,. Exam 
Dec 23 at 12 at the Guildhall, Bristol 


The following Amended Notice is substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Dec. 2. 


Um. Se co ae Hollywood, oe Norton, Clerk. Hesteghem. Pet Nov 2. Ord 
17a 


First MEETINGS. 
Almond, Samuel, St Helen’s, Lenanahiee, Coal Dealer. Dec i2at2. Official Re- 
ceiver, 35, Victoria st, Liverpoo! 
ahs J jacob Peter, N orwich, S Tiontenctor. Dec 12 at 11. Official Receiver, Queen 
8 ic 
Buttenshaw, Samuel Edward, St Albans, Hertfordshire, to the Pea- 
body Permanent Benefit Building Soci Society. Dec 18 at 12. 33, Carey st, Lin- 


inn 
One, Robert Henry, Bury, Lancashire, Beerseller. Dec 15 at3. 16, Wood st, 
ae Job, Derby, Painter. Dec 12 at 2.30. Official Receiver, St James’s 


chb: 
Clnke ‘Hear Y alfred, New Park rd, os Sy Geenee: Dec 19at2. Bank- 


’ Mice —— 
Tw Portugal st, ee s inn fi 
Coata, ohn ington oon Se ng = Desie at2. Incorporated Law Society 
, Bowlalley 
Collins, James, Dies Bowley lane, eit Deo 16 at 12. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
Corelli, Armand Henry, Liverpool, Wine Merchant. Dec 19 at11. 33, Carey st, 





Lincoln’s inn 

Dean, Soseph, Oldham, Lancashire, Commercial Traveller. Dec 15 at 3.30. Officiai 
Receiver . Priory chbrs, ae, Se 

De Meilhac, Jules, Scarborough, Professor of French. Dec 15 at 11. 


Falsgra' 
Official Rictren 74, Newbo. ugh st, Bearbor ugh 
Farrands, Edwin, Kempe Cote 15 at 12. Official Receiver, 
T=] 


Ex SEN 
Fe eter, Aberdare, Glamorganshire, Draper’s Assistant. Dec 18 at 12. 
=. may be) Me: Tydfil 
‘oster, William Thi Bristol, Retired Officer. Dec 12at12. Official 


Olen teas 
Samuel Winn. Trunk Manufacturer. Dec 15 at 12. Official Re- 
ceiver St Andrew's cl chbrs, 22, Park row, Leeds 
rest lane, Stratford, ‘out of employment. Deci9at2. 33, 


= st, Heme Eo 
Cet, Oxtord Abingdon, Plumber. Dec 17 at 11. Official Receiver, 1, St Aldate 


itchcock, Ellen Escott, Bristol, Greengrocer. Dec 16 at 12.30. Official Receiver, 
Bank chmbrs, Bristol 
itchon, Frodarick, Kidderminster, no occupation. Dec 16 at 2.30. Messrs. 
Miller and J. J. Corbet, Kidderminster 

Warbleton, Sussex, Chicken Fatter. Dec 18 ati. Star Hotel, 
Holland. Alfred Lombard ot, Club etor. DeciSat2. Bank- 

ruptoy bldes, prensa => Propri 
Jenen, ohn, tin, and Samuel Buckle, Bourn, Lincolnshire, Ironmongers. Dec 16 at 


13, c 

om . Wi un, Newoastio on ‘Tyne, Innkeeper. Deo tSat 11.9. Oficial Re- 
ver, Voun chm castle on Tyne 

1 ggiver, County chunbra, News Dec 15 at 11. Official Receiver, 22, Park row, 

—_, Robert, ivan rd, West Kensington, no occupation. Dec 18 at 11. 


Ni Cow 
iver, County limibrs, Now poabetions, | Keeper. Dec 16 at 


aham, Cotton Dealer. Des 15 at 8. Official Re- 
ui, Robert, Olabam on. 8 en 


Mane bite Faken V Nepom' , Bangor House, Shoe 
ser eerrgcecWa acne Care s inn : 
Tailor: Dec 15 at 12. Official Re- 


Morris, H , Pon 
w/a d Nether, nr Barnsley, Yorkshire, Joiner. Dec 15 at 11.30. 
man 
Ni William John, M lane, Cann Insurance Broker. Dec 19 at 
it ae Bankruptcy Fortewiee Lincola's inn fields 
Philli 7 tone Ten’ Merchant. Dec 16 at 3 at 33, Carey st, 
's 


Lin 
eHomtond Leigh, Essex, Bootmaker. Dec 15 at 2.90 at County Court, 


binson, Thomas, Huddersfield, Publican. Dec 15 at 11. Official Receiver, New 
— Huddersfield 


“Fosepls Sboroeh Halex, Worsted Spiers. Deo rg 
Deo 17 at 11 at Mechanics’ 
Sme!t, se Whar agp, South Shields, Builder, Deo 15 at 11. Official Receiver, County 
Smith, Joseph Wiliam, £t Norfolk, Baker. Deo 12 at 12. Official Re- 





a 
# 


sicaney Albert Gov try, Draper, Dec 15 at 12. a Beene, 4, Jordan 
Tadman, Hi upon Hull, late Victualler. pe Baton 
Len aT ce Weincaln’s inn blige, Bowlalley lan, H 


orth umberland, no occupation, Official 

santy cube Neweostl ryt 

Uren, John, Holl Norton, oreestershire, Clerk. Deo 12 at 3. 

Webb, Frederick, Ch Tailor. Deo 18 at 4.30 at County Court, Chelten- 
oni dace ln Rais lea Nort, Dae 


blican. Deo 12 at 2 Official ss 
by St " 





EL RTT BS Meer at Jone, Kage 
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Boston, Joan, and and Robert Barton, New Wortley, Leeds, Corn Millers. Leeds, 


Pet Dec 2 

Bokenham, George Libbis, Warnford ct, Stockbroker. Edmonton. Pet Dec 2. 
Ord 3 
Brammall, Joe, Holmfirth, nr Huddersfield, Blacksmith. Huddersfield. Pet 
Nov 18. Ord Dec 3 

Cow, Robert Henry, Bury, Lantashire, Beerseller. Bolton. Pet Deci. Ord 


Chamberlain, Fats reer, Arnott st, New Kent rd, Grocer. High Court. Pet Dec 
8. Ord Dec 
~~) Te Todmorden, Lancashire, Hat Dealer. Burnley. Pet Oct 30. 


a ae Robert, Seacombe, Cheshire, Watchmaker. Liverpool. Pet Nov 15. 
ag my Joseph, Oldham, Commercial Traveller. Oldham. Pet Nov 26. Ord 
1 


ec 
Fergusson, Peter, Aberdare, Glamorganshire, Draper’s Assistant. Aberdare 
. Pet Nov 28. Ord Deci 
n, Charles, Church rd, Islington, Chemical Instrument Maker. High Court. 
Pet Dec 3. Ord Dec 3 
Haughton, Joseph, and Stoddart Peile, Scotby, ny Agricultural Imple- 
ment Manufacturers. Carlisle. Pet Novi. Ord Dec 
ecg Ellen Escott, Bristol, Grerngrocer. Bristol. * Pat Dec 2. Ord Dec 8 
n, Frederick, Kidderminster, no occupation. Kidderminster. Pet Nov 


rohewd Dew 

Hobbs, oa Henry, Stockton on Tees, Jeweller. Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
et Oct 20. Ord Nov 28 

Boeee William, Southampton, Harness Maker. Southampton. Pet Oct 10, 


Ord Dec 3 
J ae Edward Smith, West Hartlepool, Shipowner. Sunderland. Pet Oct 22, 


7 i. Newcastle on Tyne, Innkeeper. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 
Ord 2 
yf Frederick Chatfield, Broadstairs, Kent, Gent. Canterbury. Pet Nov 14. 


Ord Nov 28 
nee , George William, Margate, Police Constable, Canterbury. Pet Nov 24. 
Mather, a: Willington Quay, Northumberland, Cowkeeper. Newcastle on 
Tyne. Pet Dec2. Ord Dec3 
Met i = h, ponse pengten, Salford, Lancashire, Travelling Draper. 
ov rd Dec 3 
Maier Mad Pontypridd, Glamorganshire, Tailor, Pontypridd. Pet Dec 1. 


Mose em Hicizlens: Nether, near Barnsley, Yorkshire, Joiner. Barnsley. 
et Dec 1. Dec 2 

gia. Proderick, «Le Hosier. East Stonehouse. Pet Novi14. Ord Dec 1 

Parkinson, Alfred Ernest, and Harold Parkinson, Macclesfield, Be ane 
Macclesfield. Pet Nov 19. Ord Nov 28 

Price, William Morgan, Cardiff, Draper. Cardiff. Pet Oct 27. Ord Nov 24 

Tigtinecn, Thomas, H ‘uddersfield, ublican. Huddersfield. Pet Dec 1. 

1c 2 

Radforth, Arthur John, and John Rodgers Harvey, Sheffield, Pawnbrokers, 
Sheffield. Pet Novi4. Ord Dec 3 

Ranken, John Smith, and James Ranken, ey | Winchester st, East India 
Merchants. High Court. Pet Oct 28. Ord Dec 

Sanderson, James, Over Darwen, Lancashire, Oil and Tallow Refiner. Blaekbura. 
Pet Sept 10. Ord Dec 2 

iney aaeenee & Sunde rland, Earthenware Manufacturer. Sunderland, Pet 

ov 4. Nov 

Stevens, Samuel William, Dumbleton rd, Loughhepong Junction, Corn Mer- 
chant. High Court. Pet Oct 15. Ord Dec 

Uren, John, Hollywood, King’s Norton, a Clerk. Birmingham. 
Pet Nov 29. Ord Dec 2 

be 5st Dynham rd, West Hampstead, Builder. High Court. Pet Oct 9. 


Webb, Frederick, Cheltenham, Tailor. Cheltenham. Pet Dec 1. 4 ~—_ 8 
Weir, George, Bristol, Dental Surgeon. Bristol. Pet Dec1. Ord D 
W; a David, Regent st, occupation unknown. High Court. Pet Mar 12. Ord 


TUESDAY, Dec 9, 1884, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Atkinson, pieumnder,  Pottingtinan, Shoemaker. Nottingham. Pet Dec 4. Ord 
Dec4. Exam J 


Banham, , Henry Emnest East Harling, Norfolk,Corn Merchant. Norwich. Pet 
Dec 4 4. Exam Jan 14 at 2 at Shirehall, Norwich Castle 
Barnsley, J — Wolverhampton, Factor’s Clerk. * Wolverhampton. Pet Dec 5, 
Ord Dec Exam Dec 19 
Bolt. ee Wimbledon, Surrey, Builder. Kingston. Pet Aug 20. Ord Dec 5. 
Cord Wiles ‘.s Not ham, C 
ordon, m T., jun, Nottin ontractor. Nottingham. Pe 
Ord Dec6. Exam Jan 20 ¥s : asta 
Goes, Lawcenes, Lancaster, Horse Dealer. Preston. Pet Dec4. Ord Dec 4, 
xam Jan 
Davy, Peter Murray, ona Frank Davy; Manchester, Cutlers. Manchester. 
Dec 4. Ord Dec 4 xam Dec 18 a = 
Flint, Baward y oe Bag Oulton, Rothwell, Yorkshire, Farmer. Wakefield. Pet 
Nov 19. Ord Deci. Exam Dec 16 
Garrod. Henry, Eastcheap, Wine Merchant. High Court. Pet Dec4, Ord 
Exam Jan 23 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields ae 
Hall, bas 2 St John, Stanley ter, Teddington. Kingston, Pet Nov4. Ord Dec 
5. Exam Jan 9 at 4.30 
Hignterrce. £i Alfred, Gloucester, Solicitor. Gloucester. Pet Dec 4. Ord Dee 4, 


Henman, Edward Thomas, and Edward Thomas Henman, jun, Shoreditch, Sta- 
tioners. h Court. Pet Dec4. Ord Dec4. Exam Jan 23 at 11 at 34, Lin- 
— s inn fie! Soh, u , b 

Honeyman, Job Jo eweastle on Tyne, out of busine cast Tyn 

FE Ih Robert, W ratliny yin ; Tata ah 
owe atling st, on Agent. 

4 i, . Jam Bat i ire gent, High Court. Pet Dec6. Ord 
ussey, mn, Card of no occupation. Pemtuoke Dock. Pet Dec 5. Ord 
Dec 6. Exam Dec 17 at 1.30 at Temperance Hall, Pembroke Dock " 

Tamson, is ohn. He Nottingham, out of business. Nottingham. Pet Dec5. Ord Dec 

Joh Aitred, Ne ort Pagnell, B 
Yon. Bot Deo ee t oon Bee ie amjante Boot Dealer. Northamp- 

pe on Fanny, St mards, Sussex, W. Hig 

so Bec. 6. Exam Jan — 11 at 34, Tincdiv’s (nn held lds es ete yi 

bert, Hill F: ‘eo reas ‘arm enhead. Ord Dec 
ee Exam hee ry, er, Birk Pet Nov 25. 


Levitt, Altred  Swatfiam to nr bechem. O Cambridgeshire, Farmer. Oambridge. 





Mey. ¥ Wiliam, 1 Laxcupool, Master Caster, Liverpool. Pet Dec 4. Ord Dec 4. 
rae Richard Dickie, village, te, Clerk. Hig’ 

Ord Dec 4. Exon dan gat 86 betes tan hele p Pom. Fe 

High Court. Pet Nov 4 


bhes, Robert, Rosier terr, Auctioneer. 
Ord Dec 5. Exam Jan 22 at 11 at $4, Lincoln’s inn fields 








——=3 
1 erick, R Licensed Victualler. Stafford. Pec Dec5. Ord 
p hig ry Jan 7 at 12 at Stafford 
ia Herbert Hume, ap weg Staffordshire, Commercial Treveller. Bir. 
My re Dec a Ord Dee 


P ” John, Linco! tg " Gt Grimsb: Pet Dec5. O 

enne oO Farmer. y. Pe rd 

Deo B’ ‘Haain Deo 17 at 12-15 at ingire ‘Far Gt Grimsby 

Price, 5 ames, Rugby. Warwickshire, Tankéeper. Coventry. Pet Dec 4. Ord 
Dec 5. Exam 22 at 3 at County hall, C enter 

a P George, Wightman rd, Hornsey, Builder. igh Court. Pet Deci. Ord 

Exam Jan 22 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 


ad John, 2.1, Lancashire, Tool Maker. Liverpool. Pet Dec5. Ord Dec 
A John, Stndeviand, Coal Merchant. Sunderland. Pet Dec6. Ord Dec 6, 
Exam Dec 18 at 2.30 


— Oswald, Leamington wee, Warwickshire, Saddler. Warwick. Pet 


rd Dec6. Exam Jan 
Bagpize, Fence, Brighton, Jeweller. Brighton. Pet Dec4. Ord Dec5. Exam 


Jan 
Tetley, Richard James, Cannock, Steftordehize, Cotton Broker. Walsall. Pet 
Nov 24. Ord Dec 4 Dec 29 at 12 
Teen, Se Bolton, Newcastle on aur Grocer. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 
Exam Dec 18 


eddell, William, an d William Jones pant Advarposh, Tea Dealers. Liverpool. 
Pet Nov 29. Ord D. Dec 4. Exam Dec a pat 11 

Wilkinson, George, Wallsend, Norehumberland, Grocer. Newcastle on Tyne. 
Pet Nov'19, Ord Dec 4. Exam Dec 


First MEETINGS. 

Atkinson, Alexander, Nottingham, Shoemaker. Dec iéat2. Official Receiver, 
eat Nottingham 

Barnel ohn, Wolverhampton, wears Clerk. Dec 18 at10. Official Receiver, 
St Peter’s close, Wolverhampto 

Beet, Thomas, Union st, Oxford - 3 Bookseller. Dec 22 at 11. Bankruptcy bldgs, 
ror st, Lincoln’s ‘inn fields 

Croo Lawrence, Lancaster, Horse Dealer. Dec 18 at 3.30. Law Society 
Sale Rooms, Castle hill, Lancaster 

as me gees. Bradford, Draper. Dec 17 at 11. Official Receiver, 33, Carey st, 

ncoln’s inn 

Dodd, John, and Frederick Norton, Hulme, Manchester, Grocers. Dec 19 at 
Official Receiver, Orden’s s chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Drew, ey. Ae ‘ood, Mh ae Cowkeeper. Deciéatii. Official Receive: 
109, Vie st, Wostnins 


an, Samuel, Rn nm Bootmaker. Dec 17 at 12. Official Receiver, 74, 
Newborough st, Scarborough 
Endcox, George, Lower Park rd, Peckham, Licensed ,Victualler. Dec 22 at 
11. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Flint, Biward. Arthur, pane Rothwell, Yorkshire, Farmer. Deci8 ati. Mr. 
John Bowling, 22, Park ro 
Foster, Blanche, Upper Groprenor st, Widow. Dec 23 at 12. 33, Carey st, Lin- 
coln’s inn 
a 9 gohe ohn G., Dulwich, Surrey, Commission Agent. Dec 18 at 12, 33, Carey 
8 coln’s inn 
Gieon. tO Halliday, Mincing lane, Merchant. Dec 23 at 11. 38, Carey st, 
ntoln 
Gwynne, Frederick Charles, Abergavenny, Olothier. Dec 17 at 12. Official 
Hocetver, Merthyr Tydfil 
Mgpdeeace, Alfred, Gloucester, Solicitor. Dec 18 at 11. Spread Eagle Hotel, 
ouces 
Honeyman, John, Newcastle on Tyne, out of business. Dee 16 at 2.30. Official 
Reeeiver, County chbrs, Westgate rd, Newcastle 
on ars, Broadway, Stratford, Furniture Dealer. Dec 22 at 12. 83, Carey st, 
incoln’s inn 
Lambert, Charles, Northwich, Chemie, Salt Manufacturer. Dec 16 at 12.30. 
Ra Sessional Court house, ‘Nautwi 
Lewis, Robert, Dyer’s bldgs, Holborn, Electro Plate Dealer. Dec 23 ati. 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
, Johi ohn, Newark Be age Trent, Nottinghamshire Baker. Dec 16 at 12. 
MeN "Receiver, Exc ——_ , Nottingham 
Mey . paverpocl, aster Carter. Dec 16 at 12. Official Receiver, 35, 
ria 8 


Milnes, Ben, B Bradtor< Innkee Dec 17 at 12. Official Receiver, Ivegate 
dates, Moti” ” , 


rd 
Napper, ; Hume-Herbert, Harborne, Staffordshire, Commercial Traveller, Dec 17 
Official Receiver, Birmingham 
ae % J eran Sees, Landridge rd, Fulham, Foreman. Dec 22 at2. 88,Oarey 
CO) 
Nieid, William, Stalybridge, Combe, Butcher. Dec 16 at 8. Official Receiver, 
Townhall chmbrs, Ashton under Lyn e 
ba > . ees Newtown, Lockerley, pagers, Market Gardener, Dec 17 at 2. 
cial Receiver, 4, East st, Dee tite 
Ona Race William, 2 ll, Hampstead, Gent. Dec 22 at 1 at 33, 
pants st. FT anepln's 
‘illiam, Langport, Hampshire, Tailor. Dec 18 at 12.80 at Chamber of 


nego, 145, Chea: 
Pagal Fo i, Wullstow, Li Lincolnshire, Farmer. Dec 19 at 12 at the King’s Head 








5 , Leeds, Plumber. Dec 17 at 11. Official Receiver, 
St Andrew’s ws chr, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Tetley, Richard James, Hall Court, Cannock, Staffordshire, Cotton Broker. Dec 
29 at 10.30. Official Receiver, Bridge st, Walsall 
Thompson, John Bolton. tt eee on Tyne, Grocer. ap 18 at 3. Official Re- 
ceiver, County ohhes, rs. Westgate Md, Newcastle on Tyn 
Walters, William, oolstapler. Dec 19 oe 10. 80. Officia Receiver, 
Townhall saa "HA 


alifax 
ilkinson, Wallsend, Northumberland, Grocer. Dec 18 at?. Official 
Receiver, County chbrs, Westgate rd, Newcastle on Tyne 





ADJUDICATIONS. 
aeensee, Jacob; Edgware rd, Fruiterer. High Court. Pet Sept 9. Ord 


ke a ‘Ona Des § and Thomas Hoyle, Bolton, Coal Merchants. Bolton. Pet 
ov 
Bydney! Soames, Newtown, Southampton, Tobacconist. Southamp- 
ton. Dot Now 11.. Ord Dec 4 
~ HitzGeoree, Chaucer <4, Herne Hill, Commercial Traveller. High Court. 
Ba a ey hy eed rd, Tranmere, Provision Dealer. Birkenhead. Pet 
ov 
See? —— Gauncaegurwen, Carmarthenshire, Grocer. Neath. Pet Nov 19. 














elias, 6a. Formosa st, Maida Vale, Bootmaker. High Coutt. Pet 
Davy, P Pe till Frank Davy, Manchester, Cutlers. Manchestét Pet 
ve, Scarborough, Professor of French. Bearbordugh. 





are ‘gan ae 


Byans, Jolin Morris, Liscard, Cheshite, Builder. Birkenhtad. Pet Nov20. Ord 





ww 4 


fal, 


eey 


Ee 


seebyevece 


he fm. F 


4 
7 


ES” bee | DOE 


ae ee sg yt bet mcd | Be bee | BE heed | 





. Pet 
rpool, 


Tyne, 


eiver, 
eiver, 
bldgs, 
ety 
rey st, 
at 
eiver 
er, 74, 
22 at 


, Lin- 
Jarey 
by st, 
ficial 


ficial 
y st, 
12.30. 


t 12. 
r, 35, 
gate 
ec 17 
arey 
iver, 
at 2. 
t 33, 
r of 
‘ead 
vell, 
ver, 
Dec 
Re- 
ver, 


cial 


Ird 
Pet 
np- 
rt. 


Pet 


Pet 
Pet 
gh. 





Dec. 13, 1884. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 123 








—— 


er, Samitel Winn, Leeds, Trank Manufacturer. Leeds. Pet Dec3. Ord 
Garred, Henry, Eastcheap, Wine Merchant. High Court. PetDec4, Ord 





Wy 1 pin ard Gate, nr Bolton, Paper Maker’s Agent. Bolton. Pet 
. Ord 1 
ie aredine, Bevertham, . Canterbury. Pet Pa ¢ Sao Ord Dec 5 


Grocer. 
Halla’ Jd York, Ha: “Dealer. York, Pet Nov 20. 
Bandito Goorso 7a a. Lombard st, Club Proprietor. High Court. Pet 
Oct 31 


Honeyman, J _ Newcastle upon Tyne, out of business. Newcastle on Tyne. 
he Ch Charles R., St Asaph, Denbighshire, Printer. Bangor. Pet Nov4. Ord 
Dec 


Jo neon, Altred, Mewar Pa Pagnell, Buckinghamshire, Boot Dealer. Northamp- 
Km Robert, Hil Farm, Greasby, Farmer. Birkenhead. Pet Nov 2%. Ord 


se? John Catlow, and Arthur Langford Knight, Leeds, Stationers. High 
; Builder. Leeds. Pet Dec2. Ord Deo4 
eye Leeda Br Liscard, Cheshire, handler. Birkenhead. Pet Nov 





The Subscription to the Sourorrors’ JourNau is—Town, 268, ; Countr:, 


288. ; with the Wrextx Reporter, 52s. Payment in advance includ+s 
Double Numbers and Postage. Subscribers can have their Volumes 
bound at the office—cloth, 28. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 


All letters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ Journal” must be 


authenticated by the name of the writer. 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the Journal with regularity 


in the Country, it is requested that application be made direct to the 
Publisher. 








ee A 


CONTENTS. 

















Mathias, Stewart W ’ CURRENT Topics senvescces 100 Reg. Vv. Dudley pdeced-secserevece 116 
Ord Dec 5 x -eeeeteeee ° . . 
Napper, He Her’ artery Fi i Mosbome, Staffordshire, Commercial Traveller. Bir- a a ean me Clark, A: . nde —_ Gum, iol 
Deed INVEY ands 
Pye, John, ‘Widnes, Lancashire, Tool Maker. Live: Spi Pet Dec 5. Ord Dec5 | THE od IN = yo ep aunt al 
s Dee oseph William, Heigham, Norfolk, Baker. Norwich. Pet Nov 18, Ord THE OngANiZATION OF ASozrorT08's Hx parte Blease «+s. ...-.se0.s0+ 117 
nian, William, Hackney rd, Tanner. High Court. Pet Oct 13. Ord Dec 4 ay ~ A BG a eee ¥ Miller & Miller and Re 
Taylor, Scum, Cullercoats, Northumberland, no occupation. Newcastle on Tyne. The Queen v. Sibley .---. einstein French, Love v. Bithesaee 228 
Pet Dec2. Ord Dec 5 Aspey V. JOnGS .... ..++.seeeeeee Ld In re Chown do v0dtah hededs AIO 
Thomas, David, Swansea, Builder. Swansea. Pet Nov 21. Ord Dec6 ey V. Lovekin ..-..----seces 115 | LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL .-+--.2+0« 118 
Thoumpean, Jobn Fi Bolton, Newcastle on Tyne, Grocer. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet | Hiau Court OF + wag - ee Yaeay, SERRE EES es. T 19 
vies v. Smith -.-.. bak OBITU. ~s , See sbagdsds 
Treble, George, Whitmore rd, Hoxton, Shopfitter. High Court. Pet Oct8- Ord In re Dickson, | Hill ¥, peat ones FH oe 3 Ae OF THE W: , = 
5 n re weson’s secerseose APERS .cce-cescerce 4 
Wilkinson, G Aa panacea Northumberland, Grocer. Newcastle on Tyne Oldham Vv. Stringer ..----++ «+. 115 MPANIES _--+-s+eee 120 
Pet Nov 19. n re Harris’ Settled +» 116 | CREDITORS es ‘ 129 
IOATION Quirk v. Quirk seccrvecteccese see 116 | LONDON GAZETTES, &c., &C...c00e.:-. 121 


ANNULLED. 
Darling, Harold Pechell, Kingston on Hull, Seed Crusher. Kingston on Hull. | In re 


Adjud May 2. Annul 








SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder 
Guaranteed Pure Soluble Coco of the Finest Quality 
with the excess of f extracted. 

The Facult; YP ronounce it “ the most nutritious, per- 
fectly digestible beverage for Breakfas' Luncheon, or 
Supper, and inyaluable for Invalids and Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits 
all palates keeps for years in all climates, and is four 
times the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WRAKENED 
with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER than such 

tures. 
Made instantaneously with boiling water, a — 
vo a Breakfast Cup, costing less than a 
Cocoatina a La VaNILuz is the most delicate, Rigestible, 
cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer chocolate is prohibited. 
In tins at 1s, 6d., : Ho Chee &c., by Chemists and 


Charities on Special Terms oy. the Sole rietor, 
H, Souweirzzr & Co.,10 Adam-st., Strand, london, W. 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE jh MAKERS, 
BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, . 
To Her Poa rn Mote, Os, Lord Cetin, ee hie of the 
ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS 


Law Wigs and Gowns for bs 5 laa Clerks, 
and Clerks of the Peac 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDOY, 





DVOWSON WANTED, to PURCHASE, 
in South of England. One of very small value 
not objected to. Early possession, but not necessarily 
imm te. Moderate h urchman.—Address, 
Rev. M.A., Mr. Eland’s Library, Exeter. 


AW.—A Gentleman, articled in London, 

qualified, but not Admitted, who has read with 

a Denverenatans Counsel, Desires a Comrepemnine. 
ae or General Clerkship, in town or coum 





Modera’ good references,—Address, 8. J. W., 
Witherby’ 8, 74, éornhill, London. 


AW.—Advertiser. aged 23, is desirous of 
Fy ye into Artic les with po Solicitor ; 


9 required R 8, Bilinghom-Foad, Shepherd's 





busy 


M2 WALTER LAWRENCE (late Scholar 
ord), Barrister-at- 


Reads in bers 
Bar Final, gt Solicitors’ Tntermediate and Final 
Examinations.—Address, 4, Hare-court, Temple. 


Mean C. EASTON JOLLIFFE, » ELM. 





th oO 
Solicitors’ Final and In 
Fee, 10 guineas.—13, Old-square, Linco! 
FF ULTION. — Two Barristers ‘Canhaiies 

EM. Read with Pupils, in Classes and 

tions of the Inns of Court, 

the the Law Socity, and the Institute of Chartered 

Accountan! atten in packwes upils. 

Address, at Reeves & Turner, 00, Chancery 
jane. 








AW.—Wanted, by a Solicitor (Admitted 
1881), a Re-en: t 
mighess eee ces; salary bard annoy + Sgt 
CLARKE, Norwood, Kirkby Lonsdale. 


AW TUTOR.—A Barrister coaches for 

the Bar, Solicitors’, and all Legal Examinations 
Each poe taken se varately. Terms moderate.— 
Address, C. >. a citors’ Journal” Office, 27, 
© Tae ally 








LASSES for PRELIMINARY LAW.— 
examina- 


Ma 

tions in B.A, 

‘London), Barrister, an: andenpeereboom, L.D. 

Louvain}, ‘Avocat. Terms very moderate.—Address, 
. VANDENPEEREBOOM, 5, Thanet-place, Strand, 


I's you want Money without Kees—amounts 


os to £1,( 00—before lying elsewhere see Mr. 
Sant, papeenalier if possible, 40, Great Tower- 





~ tng 





LA BOOKS.—‘To the Legal Profession. 
—WILDY & SONS, Law Booksellers and Ex- 
porters, Lincoln’s-inn Archwa: ave London, W.C., are 
open to PURCHASE LAW LIBRARIES (large or 
small) in Town or Country. Valuations made for 

bate, Partnership, &c. (Licensed Valuers). 
Established 1880. 





VOKS.—To Executors, Solicitors, and 
= CO., 136 


Fi 

either i 7 es, or lr Call the 
n town or an ve the 

Utmost Value in Cash. Experienced Valuers sent, 


Died 09 EEGAL and. “GENBRAL DIARY 
A ty 
Sy a 


without cash columns, demy Son, pone a 
pa 


= a ee S'S 
8. Halfa a ade ib . - 
. Disry Calendar only) ... 


SaleP ad Geen & Bnrpor, 


Week at an o' 
& loners, Printers, and Publishers of Law 


100 hh OD 


; 





Removal pool trouble or expense to vendors. 


(Established 18: 


at 22, Chancery-lane, W.C, 





CITY OF LIVERPOOL, 
SSISTANT TOWN OLERKSHIP.—The 
Committee 


Finanee and Esta‘ of the Council 

Of the City of Liverpool are. p to receive 
Cpppoedons for the Appointment of Assistant Town 
FS ye sw must be qualified Solicitors; 

and must be thoroughly in Conveyanc- 


£350 per annum, subject to a contribution 





of 5 per it. to the on Superannuation 
Fund. ee will be required 
ee rod puke! duties of his and 
will not be allowed to e any private p: 

The engagement t will ble 

any ha on either side, which may be given at 


pg Re the mapanied by testimon en- 


Town Clerkship,” fos | sent, 
Pore org po Arye cover, to the Town 
Munici Lorepod, bef 





» 1834 
nORGE TA J. ATKINSON T Clerk. 
Town ce Office, Liverpool, 5th th December, 





Now published, price 36s. 
omar PUBLIO HRALTH 


ght ily 


W. P. 
MACMORRAN, MLA, 


published, price 10s. 6d. 
UMMARY JURISDICTION ACTS, 1848 
; Regulating the 


Duties of Justices of the 
Convictions and 
Prosecution 


with cop Notes, 
Index, and A of Statutes. Fifth 
eect inten OY GLEN, Beg... Barrister at-Law. 
London: SHaw & Sons, Fetter-lane, E.0. 


Just published, Svo, 12s. 6d. 
Pp Bovey: ‘The Principles a Practice ; 
Fel hE ig Ob ras, neha suggest 


WARD BRAY. iow. 


Just published, Svo, 5s, 
Mi ABBIED WOMEN. —The History of the 


{and (betng the ot at 
the Yorke Prise of the University 


By BASIL WIN LAWRENC MAS LL.M. sede) 
published, Second Edition, 8vo, 15s. 
PROBATE ana and ADMINISTRATION ; Law 
and Practice in Common Forms and Contention 
Business. By J. DIXON, Barrister-at-Law. 
REEVES & TURNER, 100, Chancery-lane, London. 


TR Pot 1886 quneaae 


ick-oourt, 1 olborn } alt 


Te est 


Notes con 
“ac, and A. 
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CITY. 
order of the Mostangeen h-class, fully- 
BY Wine and Spirit etablign ee known as 
= cechenaien Tavern, Newgate-street, occupying 
Slitedhe diaeeh aapereitanak tae survatos to tee 
= e su) on e surveyor to the 
| ey oe oo a of f England. who are 


Tv WALTER KNIGHT is cacteneind to 
SELL by AUCTION, at the MASONS’ HALL 
VERN, City, on THURSDAY, DECEMBER 18 
oO ; the exceedingly ‘valuable’ LEASE 
possession, of the above 

YY, reputed for its excellent 
comforts. Th: 





accessories. The i Re pace 
a ae are ample fora tnanily < and the resident 
staff. The sanitary aa and lavatory 
accommodation are perfect 
Cards to view of Auctioneer. Particulars and 
conditions of sale of Messrs. Wood & M’Lellan, 
Solicitors, Chatham ; at the place of sale; and at the 
Offices, 104, Great Russell-street, Bloomsbury, W .C. 


ESSEX, YORKS, and NORFOLK. 
Freehold Securities of an exceptional character. 
ESSRS. PRLIOKETT, VENA#LES, & 
CO. « will aay, a. ADOTION, at the 
MART, Tokenhouse- reer Ed Hecke on 
THURSDAY, DEC MBER i at TWO pr eee: 
ENT-CHARG 


in Lots, the R. 
,,amoun — £173 2s, es pe lh: issuing 
Manors, rectories. lonae, 
in the counties . York, and Norfolk, 


ively by the several lords of the 
Tagore, scl oy other msible landowners. 


of E. T. Tadman, 
» Bolictvor, ey Be . London, W.C.; 
the Auctioneers, 56, 


cery-lane, Ww.c., 
Highest, N., and Barnet, Herts 


SALES FOR THE YEAR 1835. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 

R, & BRIDGEWATER beg to announce 
that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 
Fe Suburban, and Country Houses, Business Premises, 
Buildi: ing. ’ Ground- rents, Advowsons, Reversions, 
ee hares, and other Properties, will be held at the 
Auction Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of Eng- 
land, oe City of London, as follows :— 














Tues., Jan 6 Tues., April 21 Tues., July 21 
Tues., Jan 20 Tues., April28 | Tues., July 28 
Tues., Feb 3 Tues., May 5 es., Aug 4 
Tues., Feb 17 Tues., May 12 Tues., Aug 11 
Tues., Feb 24 Tues., May 19 Tues., Aug 18 
Tues., Mar 3 Tues., June 2 Tues., Aug 25 
Tues., Mar 10 Tues., June 9 Tues., Oct 6 
Tues., Mar 17 es., June 16 Tues., Oct 20 
Tues., Mar 24 Tues., June 23 Tues., Nov 10 
Tues., Mar 31 Tues., June 30 Tues., Nov 24 
Tues., April 7 .» July 7 Tues., Dec 15 
Tues., Aprili4 | Tues., July 14 

Auctions can also be held on other days. In any case 
due notice —_ be given, in order to insure per 
vata Bd period Caerees such notice and the auc- 

must, of course, consi cy depend upon the nature 

of the property tionded to be sold.—80, Cheapside, 





ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FA & BRIDGEWATER’S LIST of 





Mie ssmoune JOHNSON & DYMOND beg 
that théir sales by Auction of 

= Caden, Jewellery, Precious Stones, 

ko, are et on Mondays, Wednesdays, Thursdays, 


The attention of Solicitors, Executors, Frnsten, t 


HOUSES in PRLGRAVIA, fo KENSING- 
an 

ESSRS. BARK ER & NEATE'S Printed 
culars of numerous 
First-class HOUSES and SION S to be Let and 
Sold in the above districts, can be obtained at their 

ffices, 25, Motcomb-street, Belgrave-square, 8. 
ITY LEASEHOLDS.—Mesers. adage 

& BARNARD, Auctioneers a. Survey 

Offer for Sale some unusually long Leasehold 
Investments, to pay from 6 to per cent., = on 
from’ £ 1,300 to 


£2.00 opel at their Offices, 53 and 54, Chancery- 








Gtx FREEHOLDS.—Several First.class 
Freehold Properties for Sale, in and on the 
borders of the City; all let upon lease to most sub- 
stantial firms ; purchase-money from £2,800 to £24,000 ; 
well suited for trustees and investors.—For particu- 
lars apply to Messrs. RoBgRtTs & BARNARD, Surveyors 
‘and Auctioneers, 58 and 54, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


MP 9EtGAGE. .—£1,000 Required on Two 
of very 




















handsome now ; rental value 
= : house to a ground-rent 

10. — EpGaRr 
Lodge, South 





FFIOES to LET.—Lincoln’s-inn- fields. — 
A Firm of Sqtotbors, having the Srognd | Floor 
of one of the best Houses en North side of Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields, and beving — room than they 
require, are desirous of Letting part. consisting of 
two good Rc Rooms, with fitted lavatory, W.C , and use 
of waiting room. A Commissionaire attends to 
clients ia the ries rot room during business hours, 
and aa => the “ai oo Moderate inclusive rent. 
—App CHATTELL, Estate Agent, 294, 
Tea ee tiel 


O be LET. —The late Mr. H. R. DROOP’S 
Chambers, No.1, New-square.—La room and 
clerk’s room on second foo: _ three oe on third 
floor.—Apply to Mr. Droop’s *Olerk, 1, New-square ; 
or to Mr. tHoMsS WEBSTEE, 43, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


ARD of COURT. =k sey prapeced 

to take Charge of a Young —a of 
Court (or otherwise) ; oumsteehatio home and good 
society ; references.—. ties t0 GUARDIAN, care of 
Messrs. Street & Co., 30, 


HE NEW ZEALAND LAND MORT- 
GAGE COMPANY, Limited 
Capital £2,000,000, fully su bscribed by more than 850 
shareho! iders. £100,000 d w 











The Company’s loans are limi to first-class free- 
hold mortgages. The Debenture ep is limited to 
the uncalled capital. 

Home Dre 


CTORS. 
H. J. Bristow, Esq. Sir Wu114am T. Power, 
W. K. Granam, Esq 


FALCONER LARKWORTHY,| THOS. RUSSELL, Esq., 





Esq. C.M.G. 
ArTHuUR M. Mrrentson,|Sir Epwarp W. Star- 
Esq. FORD, K.C.M.G. 
Chairman of gf Colonial Board 
The Hee, Oe Se Se CO.M.G., M.L.C., 
ee Wat tee oleae 


The wiaimetue are issuing Terminable “Debentures 
bearing interest at 5 per cent. for seven or ten — 
# per cent. for a 4per cent for three years 


Interest half-yearly by Coupons. 
A. M. MITCHISON, Managing Dipeotor. 
Leadenhall-buildings, Leadenhall-st., ndon, E.C. 
ATIONAL DISCOUNT COMPANY 
(LIMITED). 
Subscribed Cp, Paid-up, £846,665. 
e £460, 
Notice is heey ven, that the present Kgs of 
Interest allowed for its are as follows—viz 


Four per Cent. per annum at Call. 
Four anda Quarter per Gent, at Seven and Fourteen 





WILLIAM HAN' 
CHARLES H. HUTC 8, 


b- Manager. 
No. 35, Cornhill, E.C., my oa aS 1, 1884 





and others is particularly called to this ready 
a a a. Sa 


In uence of Gs Sreenen of their sal 
a re Bor nary Ro include large or small 
uantities short notice required 
“Gales of Furniture held at rivate houses. 
for Pro’ or er. Terms on ap- 
lication to the ALR —- sect 0. (established 


9), 88 and 29, Gracer 
ieee "Weaaet Sovastl” sit 
ece 
Household an Furniture, ts, 


Saas 
excepted) 





© SOLICITORS and Others. — Lofty 
and Otioee ag co to be 











PERILS ABOUND ON EVERY SIDE. 


THE RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE COMPANY, 


64, CORNHILL, 
Insures against _ of all kinds, on Land or 


THE LARGEST ON VESTED CAPITAL, 
THE LARGEST INCOME, 


THE Lancer EST AMOUNT ? OF COMPENSATION 
of any Accidental Assurance C Unan: 
CHAIRMAN ‘HARVEY M. M. FARQU.: Esq. 
Apply to the Clerks at t the Railway Stations, the 


West-end Office :—8, Guinn Horm BUILDINGS, 
—— 


oShSait, roNnow, z0. E. o. 


Head Office: 





yas ECONOMIC LIFE ASSURANCE 
Pal ym Setah aed 1823), 6, ae ha 
pion bey with perfect pot Fan with ithout individes 


liabili 

THE now amount to £3,619,661, and Annual 
Income to £877,000. 
P The Directors having carefully revised their ~s 
‘or non-participa’ assurances. may now 
onately low rates of premium, 


The attention of those who desire to effect Policies, 
at the lowest present cost, is invited to the Society's 


new 
BONUS POLICIES. 

RATES OF PREMIUM.—From 9 to 26 per cent. less 
than those by other Life Offices 

RESULTS OF NOMIOAL MANAGEMENT. —Large 
Bonuses have been declared. Instances are on 
record of Policies having been trebled by Bonuses. 

DIvIsion OF PRoFITS.—By the mode of divi 
pects. Policies are not only valuable as a provision 

case of early ary but become increasingly valuable 
as an investment in old age. 
SPECIMENS OF POLICIES IN FORCE AT VALUATION, 1888, 


























Sum Percentage| Surrender | Equivalent 

Taiey Age jo repre —_ of moe Value [Free Polley 

effected) “at | al a on of Policy | ieluding 

‘Year As- | ive. jsared.| Premiums | sist Dee. 

ear sive. |sured. 8 A 
jeured. paid. Bonus, 1 

<a? or £\/eada)/ e204! £6084 

19% | 32 | 1,000 | 2,013 3,013/ 145 1 8 | 2401 0 0! 2997 0 @ 

1829 | 29 | 500} 604/ 1,104) 102 1410 | ‘782 10 ©| 1,039 0 0 

31 | 600] 656/1,255| 96 5 8| 83216 0 1,157 0 0 

isso | {43 |, 200) 284) “48t) 9418 8) 357 0 0) 433 0 0 

30 | 1,000) 844/ 1,844) 8415 5 | 1,064 10 0| 1,621 0 0 

reaa | {40 | 1,000 951] 1,951 | 79 11 8 | 1,995 12 0) 1,799 0 0 

30 | 1,000| 689/1,689| 771610 | ‘853 16 | 1,404 0 0 

rai | $45 | 2,000 | 1,716] 3.716] 68 6 5 | 2,298 0 0/8192 0 0 

30 | ‘500; 267| 767| 6819 ©} 320 6 0| 585 0 0 

rasa | {47 | 5,000 | 3,250] 8,250/ 55 15 10 | 4,502 6 0/6612 0 0 

25 | ‘500| 189| 689] 6412 0| 210 8 0| 433 0 0 

1959 |{5! | 5,000 | 3,193} 8,123) 4515 5 | 4,267 16 0| 6,122 0 0 

39 | 1,000! ‘360\1,360| 4917 5| 509 8 0| ‘889 0 0 

1964 | {52 | 1,000 | 370/ 1,370) 39 6 5 586 8 0| 871 0 0 

36 | 500] 124| 624/ 47 210| 165 6 0} 326 0 6 

reso | {45 | 4,000 | 876 | 4,876} 40 13 10 | 1,287 14 0| 2.278 0.0 

30 | 4,000 | 687 / 4,687 5115 0 | ‘71510 0/1793 0 0 

wra {2 3,000 | 402 / 3,402) 4417 0| 494 0 0| 1,033 0 0 

%5 | 2,000 | 927 | 2,297 4 0| 180 2 0) ‘SH 0 6 








The CONDITIONS = SS found a mon, liberal 
as regards—SURRENDER 'AID-UP 
PoLicres, REINSTATEMENT LA mp Rey POoLicrEs, 
LOANS ON THE Socrety’s Poticres, Luwrrs oF FREE 
RESIDENCE, WHOLE-WORLD POLTGras, PAYMENT OF 


SPECIAL NOTICE. 


Policies dated in the current year (1884) will par- 
ticipate at the next Division of Profits FoR THE 
WHOLE FrvE YEARS. Proposals must be sent in 
before the close of the Books for the Year. 


Prospectuses may be obtained on application to the 
Secretary. 


OMMEROLAL UNION ASSURANCE 
COMPANY. ANY.—FIRE, LIFE, MARINE. 


Capital paidap eeeescccce-ccccces 2,500,000 
Capital ry covees: esesess 250,000 
a Trust ‘for Lite ae 
yo dare abou 875,000 
Other Fun 1,000,000 
TOTAL fone hoae FUNDS UPWARDS OF TWO 
MILLIONS. 


Total Annual Premium Income exceeds .. 1,000,000 
Onrer Orriczs: 19 awp 20, CORNHILL, LONDON, E.C, 
West Exp Orrics: 8, PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 


OBTGERN Am MEURANCE COMPANY. 


FIRE AND LiFe AT OME “AND ABROAD. 
Lompon: 1, ona -street, E.C,. AsuspzEsn: 3, 


INCOME pa FUNDS ante 
UMS oe o oo soe £520,000 
Life Premiums ... oes ooo oes 84,000 
Interest... eee oes ooo os 124,000 
Accumulated Funds os = ee ~=— wes $3,890,000 


AW UNION wre and LIFE LNSU- 

RANCE COMPANY. Chist. Office — 126, 
CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 

The Funds in hand and Capital Poet amount te 











£1,800,000 sterling. 
Chairman —J areas O ine og E: 5 
‘emp. 


Degpty-Chetemen oO. ae , Esq. 
embertons), Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’ stein iee 


The Directors invite attention to the al Form of 


Lite Policy, which is free from all conditions. 

This is the Bonus and all Policies effected on 
the coare Profits e”’ before the 20th of November 
nex’ 


participate. 
Policies of Insurance granted 
Corey Oe Meany ADVANCES Money on Mor rignge of 
oney on Mo: 
Life Interests and Reversions, whether absolute or 


eri Bertpany ano purchases Reversions giving e 
m} pure 8 Reversions, 
vendor the po of re-purchase within a limite | 
period, whether the tenant P tor life be living or nut. 
ies of the Directors’ Reports an.! 
Balance Sheet, and every information, sent + 


=e contin- 


post-free on application to 
FRANK MoGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 















(| 





